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UNCONSTITUTIONALITY OF THE CHILD 
LABOR ACT. 








By a majority of five to four, U. 5. 
Supreme Court has declared unconstitu- 
tional the Child Labor Act of Congress, 
denying admission to interstate transpor- 
tation of goods manufactured in a factory 
wherein, within thirty days prior to their 
shipment, children under the age of fourteen 
years have been employed or permitted to 
work at all, or children between the ages of 
fourteen and sixteen years have been em- 
ployed or permitted to work more than 
eight hours in any day or more than six 
days in any week, or after the hour of 4% 
o'clock, p. m., or before the hour of 6 
o’clock a. m. Hammer v. Dagenhart, not 
yet reported. 

The form of this act easily discloses 
that it is not for any inherent quality in 
goods, in the manufacture of which child 
labor participates, that attempt is made to 
deny to them facilities in interstate com- 
merce. <Any of such goods, which might 
be manufactured through child labor with- 
in thirty days of their removal from a fac- 
tory, could not be deemed different in es- 
sential quality from those removed after 
such period had elapsed, unless one may 
conceive that there is, so to speak, an 
odor that may remain for thirty days un 
like that spoken of by the poet: 

“You may break, you may shatter, the vase if you 
will, 

“But the scent of the roses will hang round it 
still,” 

The act, then, places an embargo on 
such goods for a limited time after manu 
facture not for any quality in the goods 
themselves, but to repress methods in 
their manufacture: in other words, the con- 
trol of transportation creates a classifica- 
tion for ulterior reasons having no rela- 
tion to commerce as commerce or to the 
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protection of articles therein, with which 
such goods may become commingled. 

In this way the goods are not in a class 
like Lottery Tickets, which as a means of 
gambling are inherently bad, as_ held in 
Champion vy. Ames, 188 U. S. 321; nor 
can they be regarded as bad eggs within 
principle under the Pure Food and Drug 
Act, as held in Hipolite Egg Co. v. United 
States, 220 U. S. 45; nor as a tainted 
individual under the “White Slave Traffic 
Act” as decided in Hoke v. United States, 
227 U. S. 308; Caminetti v. United States, 
242 U. S. 470; nor morally objectionable 
like intoxicating liquors as decided in Clark 
Distilling Co. v. Western Maryland Ry. 
Co., 242 U. S. 311. 

In the last cited case the prohibition 
was grounded on the fact that “tke ex- 
ceptional nature of the subject here regu- 
lated is the basis upon which the excep- 
tional power exerted must rest and af- 
fords no ground for any fear that such 
power may be constitutionally extended to 
things which it may not, consistently with 
the guarantees of the Constitution, em- 
brace.” 


Here is an intimation that to sustain a 
law forbidding shipment in interstate com- 
merce there ought to be something of an 
“exceptional nature” in the subject for- 
bidden to be so shipped, and that the com- 
merce clause does not vest an arbitrary 
discretion in Congress as to articles offered 
for such shipment. Its discretion may be 
broad, but it is not unlimited. 

Referring to the cases above cited, Jus- 
tice Day, speaking for the majority says: 
“In each of these instances the use of in- 
terstate transportation was necessary to 
the accomplishment of harmful results. In 
other words, although the power over in- 
terstate transportation was to regulate, 
that_could only be accomplished by pro- 
hibiting. the use of the facilities of inter- 
state commerce to effect the result intend- 
ed.” 

It is easy to see that the purpose of 





} shipment of a lottery ticket, or of decayed 
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food, or of a woman for purposes of pros- 
titution, or of intoxicating liquor is “but 
a step in the prosecution of an illegal, 
unsanitary, immoral or other purpose con- 
trary to public policy. It is hard to see 
how the shipment of goods manufactured 
in a way not violative of local law and not 
forbidden to be sold in any state to which 
they are destined, could be supposed to 
have any ultimate evil effect, even were 
local law either at the place of manufac- 
ture or the place of destination to attempt 
regulation. This regulation might, at least 
in the latter place, run counter to lawful 
rights of shippers under the commerce 
clause. It would be deemed a direct bur- 
den on interstate commerce. 

Justice Holmes, speaking for himself, 
and Justices McKenna, Brandeis and 
Clarke, dissenting, argues that: “Regu- 
lation means the prohibition of something 
and when interstate commerce is the mat- 
ter to be regulated, I cannot doubt that 
the regulation may prohibit any part of 
such commerce that Congress sees fit to 
forbid.” He then cites the Lottery case, 
but that as we see is distinguished by 
Justice Day as presenting the accomplish- 
ment of an ultimate evil, and so we think 
may be distinguished generally the other 
cases which Justice Holmes cites. 

The manner in which he concludes his 
dissenting opinion deserves to be repro- 
duced : 

“The public policy of the United States 
is shaped with a view to the benefit of 
the nation as a whole. If, as has been the 
case within the memory of men still liv- 
ing, a state should take a different view of 
the propriety of sustaining a lottery from 
that which generally prevails, I cannot 
believe that the fact would require a dif- 
ferent decision from that reached in Cham- 
pion v. Ames. Yet in that case it could 
be said with quite as much force as in 
this that Congress was attempting to in- 
termeddle with the state’s domestic affairs. 
The national welfare as understood by 
Congress may require a different attitude 





within its sphere from that of some self- 
seeking state.” 

He thought also that, if interstate trans- 
portation of liquor is forbidden it ought 
also to be admissible to prevent shipment 
of something that is the “product of ruined 
lives.” 

But lottery tickets and _ intoxicating 
liquors are denied shipment as part of inter- 
state commerce, only because they serve an 
ulterior purpose opposed to public policy. 
This is not so as to goods, the product of 
child labor. ‘There is nothing intrinsically 
objectionable in such goods as there is in 
lottery tickets and in intoxicating liquors. 








NOTES OF IMPORTANT DECISIONS. 





FEDERAL EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT— 
AFFIRMANCE OF JUDGMENT CONTIN- 
GENT ON REDUCTION OF AMOUNT.—May 
a judgment awarding excessive damages, in 
opinion of a reviewing court, be reduced as 
condition -of affirmance in a suit under Fed- 
eral Employes’ Liability Act? Second Appel- 
late Division of New York Supreme Court, an- 
swers this query in the affirmative. Field v. 
New York, N. H. & H. R. R., 170 N. Y. Supp. 

It has been held by U. S. Supreme Court 
that: “In.a case in which damages for a 
tort have been assessed by a jury at an entire 
sum, no court of law, upon a motion for a new 
trial of excessive damages * * * is author- 
ized, according to its own estimate of the 
amount of damages, which the plaintiff ought 
to have recovered, to enter an absolute judg- 
ment for any other sum than that assessed by 
the jury.” Kennon v. Germer, 131 U. S. 22, 29. 

Also the federal act provides for estimation 
of damages being made by the jury “in pro- 
portion to the amount of negligence attribut- 
able to such employe,” and last “all questions of 
negligence and contributory negligence shall 
be for the jury.” 

It seems well settled that in actions in state 
courts under this federal statute state law 
is to be followed in all matters of practice 
and procedure, and all questions of substantive 
law are governed by the federal court. Does 
the query above concern a substantive right, or 
does it come under a state rule of practice. and 
procedure? It seems to us that the federal 
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act by painstaking language has made it a 
substantive right that the jury shall pass upon 
the amount of the dispensation that is to be 
allowed to a defendant for the proportion of 
fault attributable to an employe, even though 
it might be thought that the general principle 
declared might not necesarily control in a case 
of abatement from the amount declared in a 
judgment for a tort. ° 
Let us suppose it to be within the province 
of state law to provide, that a jury by its ver- 
dict in a case, under the federal act, should 
specify amount of recovery for the injury and 
also should say how much of that is to be re- 
covered for the proportionate fault of the em- 
ployes, could the court say too little had been 
allowed by way of reduction? Certainly under 
the act and under the principle in the Kennon 
case, it could not touch the former sum recov- 
ered for the injury—and it sems to us that 
the amount for contributory negligence is as 
strongly submitted to the jury for determina- 
tion. The act appears industriously to place 
within the power of the jury one question just 
as it does the other. It is a matter of substan- 
tive right, both in the aspect of negligence 
and in contributory negligence, and there is 
want of jurisdiction in the state court to do 
aught else than to affirm or reverse, so far as 
amount of damages is concerned, any local 
practice to the contrary notwithstanding. 





PARTNERSHIP—STOCKHOLDERS OF DE 
FACTO CORPORATION.—In Wesco Supply 
Co. v. Smith, 203 S. W. 6, decided by Arkansas 
Supreme Court, it was held that where an at- 
tempt to form a corporation was not perfected 
by filing its articles in the office of the Secre- 
tary of the State, after having filed them in 
the office of the county elerk, and the incor- 


porators and others purchasing its stock held ; 


themselves out to the public and to those deai- 
ing with the alleged corporation, it was a de 
facto corporation and there was no liability 
of its stockholders as partners. 

The rule as generally supported is that there 
must be a statute attempted to be complied with 
to constitute a de facto corporation and a sub- 
sequent holding out itself as such, and though 
there be an appropriate statute authorizing 
organizations as corporations, there must be 
good faith in an attempt to comply therewith. 
In the instant case it does not appear whether 
there was an honest effort to comply with the 
statute or not. There seemed not the slight- 
est ambiguity in the organizing statute. It re- 
quired a filing, first, with the County Clerk, 





All that was done was purely as preliminary 
to obtaining a certificate evidencing the crea- 
tion of the corporation. The filing with the 
county clerk was but a step towards procuring 
the needed certificate, which was to be evi- 
dence of incorporation, or, in itself, full incor- 
poration. 

Taking it, that the rule invoked by the court 
does not apply where good faith is not exer- 
cised, was it right for the court on any theory 
of estoppel against a creditor dealing with the 
corporation as a corporation to determine as 
matter of law, that incorporators were not 
liable as partners? Fraud not being sufficient 
to give a corporation a de facto existence, it 
cuts no figure in the way of estoppel in favor 
of a participant in the fraud. There was con- 
sidered in 85 Cent. L. J. 351 a question very 
similar to that involved in the instant case, 
and in the case there considered it was ex- 
pressly stated by the court that there was 
attempt in good faith to create a corporation. 
It might be more difficult for the court to say 
the same in the instant case. 





CHARITIES—CERTAINTY OF PURPOSE 
IN DEVISE—In Monaghan v. Joyce, 103 Atl. 
582, decided by Chancery Court of Delaware, 
a devise to a bishop or his successor in a par- 
ticular diocese ‘“‘to be applied to such charitable 
purposes of the diocese of Wilmington, Dela., 
as he may deem fitting,’ was held not fatal by 
reason of uncertainty in its objects. 

The court after considering various objec- 
tions and overruling them, said: “The only 
feature which requires special consideration 
is that which imposes on the trustee the duty 
and right to select the charitable purposes. 
There are decisions of courts elsewhere, both 
in England and in this country, which take 
opposite views as to the validity of such a 
gift. Some hold it bad because the will of 
the trustee was substituted for that of the 
testator in selecting the objects, and others 
because there was no one who could demand 
and enforce performance by the trustee. On 
the other hand, these reasons were held in- 
sufficient by the courts.” Then the court pro- 
ceeds to speak of the question not being an 
open one in Maryland, referring to Griffith v. 
State of Dela., Ch. 421. 

But the devise in this case was sustained on 
the principle that “a gift to a priest or minis- 
ter in his public office, to he used by him for 
such public, religious and charitable purposes 
as he sees fit, will be held to be charitable, but 
it must be a gift to the donee in his official ca- 


and a final filing with the Secretary of State. ; pacity to be expended for public charitable 








so ERR i dA ee 


444 CENTRAL LAW JOURNAL 





No. 25 








purposes; for, if it is a gift to the person or 
individual, in his private capacity, for his in- 
dividual benefit and relief, it will not be char- 
itable, though the individual is described in his 
official character.” But that this principle does 
obviate the necessity of describing, at least, 
generally, the purposes of the gift, the infer- 
ence is the other way. 

In the Griffith case there was a description 
of beneficiaries but there was a wide discretion 
given to the trustee in their selection. In 
this will neither the purposes, nor the benefici- 
aries of the charity are at all indicated, or re- 
motely suggested. It seems to us there was 
no way of applying the devise either to pur- 
poses or beneficiaries. There was nothing to 
be executed except the will of the trustee and 
that not within any certain period of time. 
But Illinois courts appear to rule that though 
the object be uncertain yet if a trustee has 
power to make this certain gift may be sus- 
tained. Volunteers of America v. Pierce, 267 
Till. 406, 108 N. E. 418. 

Also the principle of the instant case seems 
in accord with the ruling re Kimberly’s Estate, 
249 Pa. 469, 95 Atl. 82. 








DUTY AND LIABILITY OF ATTOR- 
NEY IN REGARD TO HIS KNOWL.- 
EDGE OF THE LAW. 


Introductory—It would be extremely 
difficult to define the exact limit by which 
the skill and diligence which an attorney 
at law undertakes to furnish in the con- 
duct of a cause is bounded; or to trace 
precisely the dividing line between that 
reasonable skill and diligence which ap- 
pears to satisfy his undertaking, and that 
negligence or want of care for which he 
is undoubtedly responsible. 

“The practice of'law is not merely an 
art, it is a science, which demands from all 
who engage in it without detriment to the 
public, special qualifications which can only 
be attained by careful preliminary study 
and training, and by constant and unremit- 
ting investigation and research. But as 
the law is not an exact science, there is 
no attainable degree of skill or excellence 
at which all differences of opinion or doubts 





in respect to questions of law are removed 
from the minds of lawyers and judges. 
Absolute certainty is not always possi- 
ble.’ 


“Attorneys are very properly held to the 
same rule of liability for want of profes- 
sional skill and diligence in practice, and 
for erroneous or negligent advice to those 
who employ them, as are physicians, sur- 
geons, and other persons who hold them- 
selves out to the world as possessing skill 
and qualification in their respective trades 
or professions.” = 


Reasonable Skill Required —An attorney 
at law impliedly represents that he has the 
learning commonly possessed by members 
of his profession in good standing, and 
that he will exercise a reasonable degree of 
skill. 


Attorneys, counsellors and conveyancers, 
like agents in any other professional em- 
ployment, and like all mechanics, artists 
and other employes, are bound to possess 
some skill and knowledge of their busi- 
ness or profession. This skill or knowledge 


‘must be reasonable in amount, and such 


as the employer is entitled, in the nature 
of things, to expect from them. There can 
be no doubt that they are not responsible 
for every unskillful or mistaken act they 
may commit, or for every erroneous opin- 
ion they may utter to those who consult 
and confide in them.”*# 


He not only professes to be reasonably 
well acquainted with the law and the rules 
and practice of the courts, but he is bound 
to use a reasonable degree of care, pru- 


(1) Citizens’ Loan, etc., Assn. v. Friedley, 123 
Ind. 143, 28 N. E. 1075, 7 L. R. A. 669, 18 Am. St. 
Rep. 320. 

(2) Citizens’ Loan, etc., Assn. v. Friedley, 123 
Ind. 143, 23 N. E. 1075, 7 L. R. A. 669, 18 Am. St. 
Rep. 320. 

(3) Savings Bank v. Ward, 100 U. S. 195, 25 
L. Ed. 621; Gambert v. Hart, 44 Gal. 542; Stevens 
v. Dexter, 55 Ill. 151; Spangler v. Sellers, 5 Fed. 
882; Morrison v. Burnett, 56 Ill. App. 129. 
Kissam v. Bremerman, 44 App. Div. 588, 61 N. 
Y. Supp. 76. . 

(3a) Estate of A. B., Tuck 247. 
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dence, diligence, and skill in the exercise 
of that knowledge.* 

More than ordinary skill and diligence 
can be required of him only when he en- 
ters into a special contract calling for such. 
Any other rule would subject his rights to 
be controlled by the vagaries and imagina- 
tions of witnesses and jurors, and even to 
errors committed by courts. “This the law 
never has done; and the fact that the best 
lawyers in the country find themselves mis- 
taken as to what the law is. and are con- 
stantly differing as to the application of 
the law to a given state of facts, and even 
the ablest jurists find themselves frequent- 
ly differing as to both, shows both the 
fallacy and danger of any other doctrine; 
and especially is this so as to questions 
of practice, the construction of statutes, 
and particularly those arising under our 
criminal and probate laws.’”® 


“These all admonish courts and jurors 
that great care and consideration should 
be given to questions involving the proper 
service to be rendered by attorneys when 
they have acted in good faith, and with a 
fair degree of intelligence, in the discharge 
of their duties when employed under the 
usual implied contract. Under such cir- 
cumstances, the errors which may be made 
by them must be very gross before the at- 
torney can be held responsible. They 
should be such as to render wholly im- 
probable a disagreement among good law- 
yers as to the character of the services re- 
quired to be performed, and as to the man- 
ner of their performance under all the cir- 
cumstances in the given case, before such 
responsibility attaches.”** 


If the duty is a plain one, and there are 
no doubtful questions of law for decision, 
nor any conflicting mode of precedure to 
embarrass or mislead, he is liable for a 


(4) Savings Bank v. Ward, 100 U. S. 195, 25 
L. Ed. 621; Hillegass v. Bender, 78 Ind. 225. 

(5) Babbitt v. Bumpus, 73 Mich. 331, 41 N. W. 
417, 16 Am. St. Rep. 586. 

(5a) Babbitt v. Bumpus, 73 Mich. 331, 41 
N. W. 417, 16 Am. St. Rep. 685. 


‘negligent mission to perform.® 








He must 
remedies for enforcing or securing the 
have sufficient learning to determine, with 
reasonable accuracy, upon the appropriate 
rights of his clients, and sufficient skill to 
conduct the proceedings appropriate to 
such remedies.’ 

He does not profess to know all the law, 
or to be incapable of error or mistake in 
applying it to the facts of every case. Even 
the most skillful of the profession would 
be unable to measure up to such a stand- 
ard.® 


“God forbid,” said Chief Justice Abbott, 
“that it should be imagined that an attor- 
ney, or a counsel, or even a judge, is bound 
to know all the law.” 


He is not liable for every mistake that 
may occur in practice, nor held responsible 
for every error of judgment in the conduct 
of his client’s cause.° 


“For the common accountabilities of life, 
all men, even those of the lowest degree of 
legal sanity, are presumed to know the 
law, and are held responsible for its viola- 
tions. Every member of the legal profes- 
sion admits the necessity of this rule, and 
yet we all know that the greatest legal 
minds have fallen into error. Law is cer- 
tainly the most comprehensive of all the 
sciences ; its mastery and practice the most 
intricate of all the professions. Change 
and progress, if not improvement, are ob- 
servable at every epoch of its history. If, 
under these circumstances, members of the 
legal profession were held -accountable for 
the consequences of each act which may be 
pronounced an ‘error by the courts of the 
country, no one, I apprehend, would be 
found rash enough to incur such fearful 
risks. On the other hand, it surely cannot 


(6) Hillegass v. Bender, 78 Ind. 225. 

(7) Hatch v. Fogerty, 33 Jones & S. (N. Y.) 
166. 

(8) Savings Bank v. Ward, 100 U. S. 195, 25 L. 
ed. 621; Spangler v. Sellers, 5 Fed. 882; Hum- 
boldt Bldg. Assn. v. Duckner’s Exr., 111 Ky. 759, 
64 S. W. 671. 

(9) Savings Bank v. Ward, 100 U. S. 195, 25 
L. Ed. 621. Breedlove v. Turner, 9 Mart. (O. S.) 
353. 
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be successfully maintained, that lawyers 
are a privileged class, not responsible for 
any, even the grossest want of skill. I 
hold, that they, like all other professional 
men and artisans, impliedly stipulate that 
they will bring to the service of: their cli- 
ents ordinary and reasonable skill and dili- 
gence; and, if they violated this implied 
stipulation, they are accountable to their 
clients for all injury traceable to such want 
of skill and diligence.’** 

An error of judgment by an attorney 
upon an unsettled and controverted ques- 
tion of law, is not such gross ignorance as 
will make him liable to his client for dam- 
ages resulting from the error.*® 

An attorney cannot be charged with 
want of skill in proceeding to try a cause 
on a theory which is sustained by the court, 
although it is contrary to a principle of 
law.*° 

But if, by reason of his ignorance of the 


‘law in respect of something of which he 


ought to be informed, his client suffers 
injury, he is liable therefor in damages.*® 
’ The fact that he gives a bond that he 
will faithfully perform his duties, adds 
nothing to the liability imposed on him by 
law." 

Well Settled Law.—A lawyer is with- 
out excuse who is ignorant of the ordinary 
settled rules of pleading and practice, and 
of the statutes and published decisions in 
his own state, but he is not to be charged 
with negligence where he accepts as a cor- 
rect exposition of the law, a decision of 
the Supreme Court of his own state. Nor 
can he be held liable for a mistake in 
reference to a matter in which members of 
the profession possessed of reasonable skill 
and knowledge, may differ as to the law 


(9a) Goodman v. Walker, 30 Ala. 482, 495, 
68 Am. Dec. 134. 

(9b) Morrill v. Graham, 27 Tex. 646. 

‘(9e) Avery v. Jacob, 15 N. Y. Supp. 564. 

(10) Savings Bank v. Ward, 100 U. S. 195, 25 
L. Ed. 621; Stevens v. Dexter, 55 Ill. 151; Reilly 
v. Cavanaugh, 29 Ind. 435; Morrison v. Burnett, 
56 Ill. App. 129; Morrill v. Graham, 27 Tex. 646. 

(11) Humboldt Bldg. Assn. v. Duckner’s Exr., 
111 Ky. 759, 64 S. W. 671. 





until it has been settled in the courts; nor 
if he is mistaken in a point of law on which 
reasonable doubt may be entertained by 
well informed lawyers.” 


He is bound to understand and apply 
those rules and principles of law that are 
well established and clearly defined in the 
elementary books, or which have been de- 
clared in adjudged cases that have been 
duly reported and published a sufficient 
length of time to have become known to 
those who exercise reasonable diligence in 
keeping pace with the literature of the 
profession.*® 


Thus, it has been said: “He is liable 
for the consequences of ignorance or non- 
observance of the rules of practice of his 
court, for the want of care in the prepara- 
tion of the cause for trial. Whilst, on the 
other hand, he is not answerable for error 
in judgment upon points of new occur- 
rence, or of nice or doubtful construc- 
tion.”** 

If the law governing the bringing of a 
suit is well and clearly defined, both in the 
text books and in the decisions, and the 
tule has existed and been published long 
enough to justify the belief that it is known 
to the profession, a disregard of such rule 
by an attorney renders him accountable 
for the losses caused thereby.*® 


“Tf all of us had to go out for mistakes 
of judgment upon points of new occur- 
rence, or of nice or doubtful construction, 
it is apprehended that the ranks of the pro- 
fession, and of judges, not final in their 
jurisdiction, would be decimated at an ap- 
palling rate. We recognize and approve the 
rule attaching liability to the attorney 
whose client suffers loss on account of his 


(12) Citizens’ Loan, etc., Assn. v. Friedley, 123 
Ind. 143, 23 N. E. 1075, 7 L. R. A. 669, 18 Am. 
St. Rep. 320; Hillegass v. Bender, 78 Ind. 225. 

(13) Citizens Loan, etc. Assn. v. Friedley, 123 
Ind. 143, 23 N. E. 1075, 7 L. R. A. 669, 18 Am. 
St. Rep. 320. 

(14) Godefroy v. Dalton, 6 Bing. (Eng.) 460. 

(15) Goodman v. Walker, 30 Ala. 482, 68 Am. 
Dec. 134. 
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failure to understand and apply well-es- 
tablished principles of law, settled by text 
books and cases published long enough for 
him, exercising reasonable diligence, to 
have informed himself of them. In other 
words, an attorney has no right to be a 
clam, and shut himself up in the seclusion 
of self-conceived knowledge of the law. He 
must keep pace, so far as reasonable dili- 
gence and a fair amount of common sense 
will enable him to do so, with the literature 
of his profession, and what the courts have 
decided. But the law does not require and 
never has required of a member of the pro- 
fession that he should be a true Sir Oracle 
of what the courts have decided or will de- 
cide as the law applicable to every given 
state of facts.”** 


Recently Enacted Statute-——Soon after 
the death of the claimant’s husband her 
stepson demanded his share of his fath- 
er’s estate, and urged a partition suit. The 
claimant applied to the present testator, 
who was her attorney, for professional ad- 
vice. The testator gave her advice with- 
out, it seemed, consulting the statute book 
of the preceding year, and advised her 
that, as widow, she had a dower interest 
only in the realty of her husband. A com- 
promise was effected with the son, and a 
probable expense of a partition induced a 
pecuniary arrangement. Most of the per- 
sonal property of the estate was set apart 
to the stepson, who released his claim to 
the real estate to his stepmother and half 
brother. The present testator drew the 
papers, and superintended their execution 
and delivery. At the death of the claim- 
ant’s husband there was in effect the fol- 
lowing law, passed the year before the 
transaction in question: “At the decease 
of the husband or wife, intestate, leaving 
minor child or children, the survivor shall 
hold, possess and enjoy all the real estate 
of which the husband or wife died seized, 
and all the rents, issues and profits thereof, 
during the minority of the youngest child. 


(16) Hill v. Mynatt, Tenn., 1900, 59 S. W. 163. 





and one-third thereof during his or her 
natural life.” 


The mistaken advice of her attorney hav- 
ing caused her considerable loss, the claim- 
ant sought to recover against his estate. 
In holding the estate to be liable for the 
testator’s mistake, the court in part said: 
“In the present case, it is impossible to 
impute to the testator, the legal adviser, 
a want of knowledge, or of skill in his 
profession, in the ordinary acceptation of 
such a phrase. All who knew him could 
testify to his long and honorable career of 
laborious duty, continued through forty 
years of successful practice at the bar. The 
error arose from want of diligent watchful- 
ness in respect to legislative changes. He. 
did not remember that it might be necessary 
to look at the statutes of the year before. 
Perhaps he had forgotten the saying, that 
‘no man’s life, liberty or property are safe 
while the Legislature is in session.’ ”’** 


Law of Foreign State—lIt has been held 
that an attorney is not presumed to know 
the law of a state other than the one in 
which he is practicing. An attorney who 
was practicing in New York, and who un- 
dertook to draw a contract for building 
on land in New Jersey, did not, by under- 
taking such employment, impliedly repre- 
sent that he was acquainted with the laws 
of the latter state respecting the necessity of 
filing such contracts for protection against 
claims of workmen and materialmen under 
the mechanics’ lien law. 


“In assuming the employment of plain- 
tiffs, the skill and knowledge they professed, 
must be considered with reference to the 
locality of their practice. In the absence 
of any express declaration on the subject, 
they will be presumed to have held them- 
selves as possessing such skill and knowl- 
edge as attorneys practicing there might 
reasonably be supposed to possess, and no 
more. As attorneys of New York, they 
are not to be presumed to know the laws 


(17) Estate of A. B., Tuck. 247. 
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of a foreign state. Nor did they impliedly 
undertake that they had such knowledge, by 
accepting an employment which, as we have 
seen, was, in terms, limited to drawing a 
contract in all respects binding between the 
parties.””* 


Proceedings in Sheriff's Office —An at- 
torney must be held to know the return 
day of process issued by his direction, must 
keep himself informed of the steps taken 
by the sheriff in its execution, and must 
give all instructions necessary to secure 
his client’s interests. “It is usual for the 
attorney, on execution process, to give di- 
rections respecting the property which he 
desires should be sold, especially when this 
is real estate; and, if he omits this, he 
should, at least, ascertain what has been 
done in the premises by the sheriff and 
act as the interest of his client requires. 
He must be held to know that when the 
return day of a fi. fa. has passed without 
a levy, the writ is functus officia; that a 
vend. ex. is issued only for a sale by vir- 
tue of a levy made on an antecedent writ; 
and he must at all times inform himself 
of the state of the record, and of the 
sheriff's proceedings, before taking or di- 
recting any further step based thereon.’’® 


Passing on Title to Real Property.—An 
attorney was employed to pass upon the se- 
curity of a contemplated mortgage to be 
given by husband and wife, who held the 
property by the entireties, as security for a 
loan. Prior to this time the Supreme Court 
of the state had never held that a mort- 
gage executed by a husband and wife, on 
lands held by them as tenants by entire- 
ties, was void as to both of them. He ad- 
vised that the mortgage would be good, 
which proved, by a subsequent decision 
of the Supreme Court, to be erroneous as 
matter of law. It was held that the error 
must be regarded as one into which any 
reasonably careful and prudent lawyer 


(18) Fenaille v. Coudert, 44 N. J. L. 286. 


(19) Emterline v. Miller, 27 Pa. Super. Cet. 
463. 





might have fallen, and that he was not 
liable therefor.” 


Said the court, in part: “Now, while it 
is quite true that section 5119, R. S. 1881, 
which took effect September 19, 1881, pro- 
hibited a married woman from entering in- 
to any contract of suretyship, and declared 
all such contracts void as to her, and while 
it had been thoroughly settled that a mar- 
ried woman who had joined in a mortgage 
of her separate property to secure the debts 
of her husband was to be regarded as his 
surety, it had never been held prior to 
January 23, 1884, when the judgment in 
Dodge v. Kinzy, 101 Ind. 102, was pro- 
nounced, that a mortgage executed by a 


| husband and wife on lands held by them 


as tenants by entireties, was void as to both 
of them. It cannot fairly be\said, therefore, 
that before the decision in Dodge v. Kinzy 
was made and promulgated, so as to have 
become known by those reasonably dili- 
gent in the profession, it was such a mis- 
take to advise that a husband and wife 
might secure a debt of the former on his 
estate in lands held by himself and wife 
by the entireties, as could only have re- 
sulted from the want of ordinary knowl- 
edge and skill, or from the failure to exer- 
cise reasonable care and caution.” 


An attorney, who had been employed to 
examine titles to land on which loans were 
to be made, approved a title without report- 
ing certain liens held by subcontractors 
by virtue of a local statute. It was held 
that the fact that it was a doubtful legal 
question whether or not the statue had been 
repealed, and that the failure to report the 
liens was due to an honest mistake of judg- 
ment, was matter of defense. and that it 
was therefore error to sustain a demurer 
to a petition to enforce the attorney’s lia- 
bility for the loss sustained, alleging that 
the attorney might have known of the ex- 
istence of the liens by the exercise of ordi- 


(20) Citizens’ Loan, ete., Assn. v. Friedley, 
123 Ind. 143, 23 N. E. 1075, 7 L. R. A. 669, 18 Am. 
St. Rep. 320. 
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nary care. In regard to the statute in 
question, the court in part said: 

“Whether this question (doubt as to ex- 
istence of statute) raised actually existed 
in the minds of the profession then is one 
of fact. If it did, and the attorney hon- 
estly believed that the subcontractors had 
ho lien because of that fact, then the jury 
may be warranted in finding for the de- 
fendant. But if the attorney was ignorant 
of the existence of the statute, or had for- 
gotten it at the time of this transaction, 
or if, knowing of it, he carelessly failed to 
acquaint himself with the facts as to the 
subcontractors’ claim for liens till after he 
had paid out appellant’s money, we are of 
opinion that he would be liable.”** 


Insufficient Affidavit for Attachment.— 
An attorney, upon order, made an attach- 
ment which was subsequently dissolved on 
account of the insufficiency of the affidavit, 
in that it did not state his source of in- 
formation. The statute regulating such 
matter provided that the judge must be 
satisfied by affidavit that a cause of action 
exists, and that the plaintiff is entitled to 
recover the sum stated, over and above all 
counterclaims. The attachment was made 
in New York city, and there were but two 
decisions (both in other judicial depart- 
ments of the state) clearly holding such affi- 
davits insufficient. There was one decision 
in another department, and one in the same 
department, which had been affirmed by 
the court of last resort, and several in 
other states having similar statutes, holding 
such affidavits to be sufficient. It was held 
that the attorney was not liable, as the in- 
sufficiency of such an affidavit was not 
clearly enough established. Said the court: 


“Tt cannot be held that there was clear 
reading of the statute against this affidavit, 
but rather that on its face it seems to favor 
it. The attachments were vacated by the 
order of the special terms, based entirely 
upon the ruling that the affidavit was in- 


(21) Humboldt Bldg. Assn. v. Ducker's Exr., 
111 Ky. 759, 64 S. W. 671. 





sufficient upon its face, because made by 
an attorney, without stating the sources of 
knowledge, although all facts are stated 
positively. On appeal to the general term 
this order was affirmed. It was not carried 
to the court of appeals, and this decision is 
conclusive upon the litigants there, and 
may become the rule of that department, 
otherwise in some future case. The fact of 
this adverse decision cannot of itself serve 
to charge liability upon the defendant, for 
that would require of the attorney a fore- 
knowledge or insurance of what might be 
decided by the courts upon questions which 
are new or open to doubt,—a requirement 
beyond all rule or reason, and which can- 
not be imposed.”*? 


Paying Money to Clerk in Satisfaction 
of Judgment.—It is the duty of a lawyer 
to know whether public matters, such as 
the duties of the officers connected with 
the court in which he practices, are regu- 
lated by statute. “A lawyer who does not 
know whether the duties of the clerk of 
the court in which his professional duties 
are performed are, or are not, defined by 
statute, cannot be deemed to possess com- 
petent skill.”’** 


An attorney represented a litigant 
against whom judgment was _ rendered. 
Therefore his client placed money in his 
hands for the purpose of paying the judg- 
ment, and the attorney paid the money to 
the clerk of the court, who made a proper 
entry of satisfaction of judgment. The 
clerk had no authority to receive the money, 
but the client knew of the payment to the 
clerk and made no objection thereto. Later 
the clerk died insolvent without having 
paid the moriey to the judgment creditor. 
It was held that the attorney was bound to 
know that, under the law then existing, the 
clerk had no authority to receive the amount 
of the judgment; that the money should 
have been paid to the judgment creditor or 
to some one duly authorized by him, but 


(22) Ahlkauser v. Butler, 57 Fed. 121. 
(23) Hillegass vy. Bender, 78 Ind. 226. 
J 
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that as he merely acted as agent for his 
principal, who had full knowledge of his 
acts, and acquiesced therein, he was not 
liable for the loss; that to fasten on him 
the liability of an attorney, for ignorance 
of the law, a consultation touching the 
question of law, and a special employment 
to make the payment in pursuance of his 
negligent advice, must be shown, as the 
general power of an attorney for a defend- 
ant ceases upon the entry of a judgment, 
finally terminating the litigation. Said the 
court “A rudimental knowledge of the law 
would have acquainted the appellant’s in- 
testate with the elementary rule, that pay- 
ment must be made to the creditor, or to 
Some one duly authorized to act for him. A 
rule so long settled and so familiar ought 
to be known to all who assume the char- 
acters of lawyers. A knowledge of the 
statutes would have shown the intestate 
that there was in them no provision chang- 
ing the familiar and long established 
rule.”*4 


Failure to File Claim Under Foreclos- 
ure—The defendants, attorneys at law, 
were employed to prosecute a claim for 
wrongful death against a railroad corpora- 
tion, and after extended litigation succeed- 
ed in procuring judgment. In the mean- 
time, however, the railroad had been sold 
under foreclosure in a federal court, and 
the assets exhausted. Defendants investi- 
gated the advisability of filing their claim 
in the federal court, and decided, in good 
faith, that it should proceed to judgment 
in a state court. Had they filed the claim 
in the federal court, it would have been 
paid. It was held that, as the question 
passed upon by the defendants was a doubt- 
ful one, they could not be held for the error 
of judgment.*® ; 


Failure to Move for New Trial Before 
A ppealing.—The defendant attorney was 
employed to conduct a suit in which, after 


(24) Hillegass v. Bender, 78 Ind. 225. 
(25) Hill v. Mynatt, Tenn., 1900, 59 S. W. 
163. 





judgment was rendered, it became his duty 
to move for a new trial. This he did not 
do, but instead appealed the case to the 
Supreme Court (of Ohio). There was a 
statute in effect, which required that a mo- 
tion for a new trial be made and overruled, 
and exceptions taken thereto, before it 
would be considered by the higher court. In 
passing upon the failure of the defendant 
to make such motion, in consequence of 
which the right of appeal was forever lost, 
the court said: 


“This statute seems to be unambiguous 
in its terms, and it had been in existence for 
four years; and the knowledge of its pro- 
visions should ordinarily and reasonably 
have been possessed by one who undertook 
to conduct legal proceedings of that char- 
acter; and the ignorance of or failure to 
apply such knowledge by the defendant was 
negligence.”’** 


If an attorney submits a motion for a 
new trial before the statement in support 
of it is cértified, he is guilty of a want of 
ordinary care and skill.?’ 


Wrong Kind of Swuit.—The plaintiff al- 
leged that he had a contract with a corpor- 
ation for his employment at stated wages 
during his natural life, which was breached 
by the corporation discharging him; that 
he employed defendants, attorneys, to pros- 
ecute his claim against the corporation ; that 
through negligence or gross ignorance of 
the law they brought an action to recover 
wages under the contract to that date, and 
recovered, but that such recovery operated 
as a bar to any subsequent action, because 
the damages for breach of the contract 
were indivisible, and that -a second suit 
brought by defendants failed for that rea-. 
son.  Plaintiff’s testimony, however, was 
to the effect that some agents of the cor- 
poration agreed to employ him as long as 
they were with the company, or as long 
as the company was in existence. His 


(26) Spangler y. Sellers, 5 Fed. 882. — 
(27) Gambert v. Hart, 44 Cal. 542. 
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second suit in reality failed because of his 
failure to comply with an order of court 
requiring security for costs. . It was held 
that, assuming that the plaintiff stated his 
case to defendants in accordance with his 
testimony, they were not negligent in pro- 
ceeding as they did. 


- “Such a contract was so dependent and 
uncertain in its duration that assuredly no 
lawyer would conclude that a recovery could 
be had thereon based upon a life tenure in 
the plaintiff. Then, taking the other horn 
of the dilemma, based upon his own state- 
ment that they would give him employ- 
ment so long as said company was in busi- 
ness, it was a contract made with the then 
existing company, whose life depended up- 
on the duration of its claim to existence 
except as based upon its charter, which 
limited its life from its inception, in 1882, to 
20 years. The cause of action alleged in 
the petition is not based upon this theory, 
but upon the existence of the life on the 
plaintiff.””?* 


Suit Under Wrong Statute-——Where at- 
torneys were employed by the employers 
of apprentices to take proceedings against 
the latter for misconduct, and the attor- 
neys specially proceeded under a section 
of the statutes relating to servants and not 
to apprentices, it was held that this was an 
instance of such want of skill or diligence 
as to render the attorneys liable to repay 


' to their clients the damages and costs oc- 


casioned by such error.”® 


Suit in Wrong Court—tIn the English 
case of Williams v. Gibbs,°* it was held 
that an attorney who brought an action 
for his client within a limited jurisdiction, 
on a cause of action arising out of such 
jurisdiction was liable therefor. 


C. P. Berry. 
St. Louis, Mo. 


(28) Eberhardt v. Harkless, 115 Fed. 816. 


(29) Hart v. Frame & Co., 6 Cl. & F. 193, 3 
Jur. 547. 


(30) 6 N. & M. 788, 2 Harr & W. 241. 





BANKS AND BANKING—TRANSFERS OF 
STOCK 





ALEXANDER v. DEVER. 
Court of Appeals of Georgia, Division No. 2, 
95 S. E. 777. 





April 11, 1918. 
(Syllabus by the Court.) 





One holding stock in a bank, as life tenant 
under the will of the original subscriber, trans- 
ferred to her by the executors of the estate, is 
individually liable in an amount equal to the 
face value of the stock, in a suit brought by 
the receiver of an insolvent bank for the bene- 
fit of the depositors, under the provisions of the 
Civil Code 1910, § 2270. 





Error from Superior Court, Richmond 
County; H. C. Hammond, Judge. 

Suit by Irwin Alexander, receiver of the 
Irish-American Bank, against Ellen Dever. 
From a judgment dismissing the suit, plain- 
tiff brings error. Reversed. 

Alexander, as receiver of the Irish-American 
Bank, brought suit against Ellen Dever, to col- 
lect from her as’a stockholder of the bank an 
amount equal to the face or par value of the 
shares of its stock owned and held by her at 
the time of its failure. The petition alleged 
that the said shares were subscribed for by 
James Dever, and by his will were bequeathed 
to Ellen Dever, and that they were delivered 
to her by the executors of the will; that she 
was a life tenant under the will, and the stock 
was held by her as such life tenant. When the 
case came on for trial, she moved to dismiss 
the suit, on the ground that the petition showed 
no cause of action against her. The court 
sustained the motion and dismissed the suit, 
and the plaintiff excepted. 

HARWELL, J. The trial judge, in dismiss- 
ing the petition, no doubt based his ruling 
upon the decision of this court in the case of 
Swicord v. Crawford, 20 Ga. App. 35, 92 S. E. 
394. The Supreme Court, on certiorari, re- 
versed the ruling of the Court of Appeals, and 
held that: 

“Stockholders in a bank incorporated under 
the laws of this state, since the passage of the 
act of 1893, whether original subscribers, or 
purchasers of stock from the corporation,’ or 
transferees of such stockholders, are individu- 
ally liable equally and ratably (and not one for 
another as sureties) to depositors of said ‘cor- 
poration for all moneys deposited therein, in 


an amount equal to the face value of their re- 
spective shares of stock.” 


The petition in the instant case set out a 
cause of action. The fact that the defendant 
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is holding the stock as a life tenant of the 
original subscriber, James Dever, will not re- 
lieve her from liability. It is alleged that the 
executors have delivered the stock to her under 
a deed or bill of sale, and that she is now the 
holder of said stock. 


The language of the federal statute (Revised 
Statutes, § 5151 and section 5152 [U. S. Comp. 
St. 1916, § 96901), fixing the liability of share- 
holders of every national banking association, 
is very similar to that in the Code of this state 
(Civil Code of 1910, § 2270). The Supreme 
Court of the United States has construed the 
federal statute, and the following decisions are 
in point in the instant case: 


“The widow and heirs of a shareholder in a 
national bank, to whom the probate court allots 
the shares of stock in indivision, in proportion 
to their interest in the estate, but who let the 
stock stand in the name of the deceased, with- 
out any notice of their title to it, are liable 
* * *to assessments on the stock in case the 
bank subsequently becomes insolvent.” Matte- 
son v. Dent, 176 U. S. 521, 20.Sup. Ct. 419, 44 
L. Ed. 571. 


“On the death of a stockholder, this liability 
passes immediately to his estate, and would do 
so even were it not for paragraph 5152 of the 
Revised Statutes. This is not by virtue of any 
new contract, as the liability rests on the stock 
and is a part of the contingent liability of the 
estate. Parker v. Robinson, 71 Fed. 256, 18 
¢ C. A. 36; Tourtelot v. Finke (C. C.) 87 Fed. 

40. 


“The beneficiaries of stock held in trust by a 
trustee are subject to the stockholder’s liabil- 
ity.” Smathers v. Western Carolina Bank, 155 
N. C. 283, 71 S. E. 345, Ann. Cas. 1912C, 398; 
Witters v. Sowles et ux. (C.C.) 32 Fed. 767. 


“M. bequeathed to his wife, for life or widow- 
hood, 40 shares of stock in the national bank, 
together with other personal property, provid- 
ing she might use any of such personal prop- 
‘erty if necessary for her comfortable support, 
and that, at her death or marriage, whatever 
should remain of such property should go in 
equal shares to his four children. The admin- 
istrator with the will annexed of M.’s estate 
transferred the stock on the books of the bank 
to M.’s widow. The bank having become in- 
solvent, and an assessment having been made 
by the comptroller on the shareholders, for 
which a judgment was obtained against M.’s 
widow, which remained unsatisfied, the re- 
ceiver of the bank brought suit against M.’ 
administrator to compel payment * * 
out of M.’s general estate. Held that, oe trae 
the widow took an absolute title to the stock 
by virtue of her power of disposal, or a life 
interest with remainder to the children. the 
beneficial ownership of the stock, in either 
case, had passed from M.’s estate, and the es- 
tate could not be made liable for the assess- 
ment. Held, further, that the administrator 
properly transferred the stock to the widow, 
and was not required to hold the legal title 


‘is said: 





thereto, as administrator or trustee, during her 
life or widowhood, but that such transfer made 
no difference to the liability of the estate of 
M., since the beneficial interest would in either 
case have been in the widow and children.” 
Blackmore v. Woodward, 71 Fed. 321, 18 C. C. 
A. 57. 

See, also, Christopher v. Norvell, 201 U. S. 
216, 26 Sup. Ct. 502, 50 L. Ed. 732, 5 Ann. Cas. 
740. See, also, Chatham vy. Brobston, 99 Ga. 
801, 27 S. E. 790, headnotes 2 and 3, where it 


“Where the charter of the bank imposes on 
all of its stockholders personal liability to its 
creditors, such liability attaches as well to 
those who acquire a complete legal title to the 
stock of the bank by having the same trans- 
ferred to them as collateral security for debts 
due by the transferrers, as to those who pur- 
chase such stock outright. * * * A stock- 
holder is individually liable for his pro rata 
part of the corporation debts created before he 
acquired his * * * stock by transfer, as 
well as for a like part of those created during 
his ownership of the shares.” 

The court erred in dismissing the petition. 


Judgment reversed. 
BROYLES, P. J., 
Concur. 


and BLOODWORTH, J., 


Note.—Life Tenant Stockholder in Bank Liable 
to Depositors as Absolute Owner.—The case of 
Crawford v. Swicord, Ga., 94 S. E. 1025, in which 
Georgia Supreme Court reversed Swicord v. 
Crawford, 20 Ga. App. 35, 92 S. E. 394. was not 
a case of a life-tenant stockholder in a hank. but 
the Georgia Court of Appeals deduces the ruling 
it made against such life-tenant holder from the 
reasoning of Georgia Supreme Court. 


This reasoning proceeded upon the theory that 
the double liability was to protect depositors 
because the stockholders have “the power and 
authority to control and manage the affairs of 
the bank. When one becomes a stockholder. 
whether by subscription to the stock, or by pur- 


chase from one who thus acquired his stock, he . 


comes into the power to manage and control the 
affairs of the corporation, and his liability to 
depositors therein is rightly connected with this 
power to control and direct. the affairs of the 
corporation.” 


It is suggested, that here is presented an in- 
teresting query. and that is whether trustees hold- 
ing stock might be made liable. hecause of the 
power they are entitled to exercise over the 
management of a bank. Furthermore. if a life 
tenant is made, primarily, liable on this theory. 
has he any recourse against a remainderman for 
what he may be compelled to pay out on such a 
liability ? 

It has been held that a married woman is 
liable under the statute for double liability upon 
bank stock, because such liabilitv is statutorv and 
not contractual. Christopher v. Norvell, 201 U. S. 
216. 26 Sup. Ct. 502, 5 Ann. Cas. 740. 

The federal statute was there considered and 
this expressly provides that no personal liability 
attaches to “executors, administrators, guardians 
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or trustees,” but the estates of which they are the 
representatives shall be liable. In this case the 
married woman owned the entire interest in the 
stock. It was shown that she had received sev- 
eral dividends on the stock prior to the bank 
becoming insolvent. She was not an original 
seer. but acquired same under will of her 
ather. 


Justice Harlan said: “The statute, in effect, 
says to all who become owners of national bank 
stock, no matter in what way they become share- 
holders, that they cannot enjoy the benefits 
accruing to shareholders and escape liability for 
ee, debts and engagements of the 

ank. 


In Smathers v. Western Carolina Bank. 155 
N. C. 283, 71 S. E. 345, Ann. Cas. 1912 C 398. the 
court goes on the theory that notwithstanding 
coverture or any disability to contract, a married 
woman becomes liable under the federal banking 
act just as she would be “for debts contracted 
for necessaries for support of the family or to 
obtain money to pay antenuptial debts.” 

In Golden v. Niblack, 278 Ill. 409, 116 N. E. 
273, the state constitution providing for double 
liability of stockholders in a banking corporation 
was considered, and this was held to hold share- 
holders to creditors for all liabilities accruing 
while one is a stockholder. 

In Mosler Safe Co. v. Guardian Trust Co.. 208 
N. Y. 524, 101 N. E. 786, it was held by force of 
the statute, that stockholders who were such when 
a debt is contracted and any subsequent stock- 
holder may be made liable therefor, but there can 
be only one recovery. There is nothing said as 
to the theory upon which the law proceeds, but 
the courts merely construe its terms. i. 








CORRESPONDENCE 





CRIMINAL LAW—PLACE OF HOLDING 
. COURT. 





Editor, Central Law Journal: 

Under the caption “Criminal Law—Place of 
Holding Court,” No 21 of the present volume 
of the Journal, at page 377, gives the opinion 
of the Supreme Court of Arkansas in Mell v. 
State, 202 S. W. 33, reversing a conviction for 
an assault with intent to rape; and an editorial 
note is added in which additional authori- 
ties are cited. The reason assigned for 
reversal is that in the trial of this case the 
prosecuting witness, being ill and at a hotel, 
was examined as a witness, before the court 
and the jury, at the hotel and not in the Court 
House, and was also examined at the hotel in 
rebuttal after the testimony of the accused 
was given in the Court House. That the trial 
was thus partly at the hotel and not in the 
Court House was the objection taken. The 
editorial note closes with the intimation that 
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in such matters “a court is vested with some 
discretion in emergency.” 

Such intimation was certainly quite appro- 
priate, for it is questionable whether the dis- 
cretion of the trial court in such matters 
should be limited to civil cases and held to 
be unallowable in a criminal case. The de- 
cisions in Kentucky and Wisconsin, quoted in 
the principal case, seem to be as anplicable 
in reason to criminal cases as well as to 
those on the civil side of the courts. 

: THOMAS DENT. 


Chicago, Ill. 








HUMOR OF THE LAW. 





An old lady came into court one day, and 
said to his honor: 

“Are you the judge of reprobates?” 

“I am the judge of probate, madam. Per- 
haps that is what you mean.” 

“Well, I expect it is. My husband died de- 
tested and left several small infidels and I 
want to be their executioner. 





When soldiers are sent to the base hospital, 
they turn in their clothing and receive pajamas 
and a bathrobe. : 

A negro soldier was brought in, and while a 
record was being made of his clothing and per- 
sonal effects, an orderly asked him if he had 
pajamas. The darky grinned painfully, and 
said: 

“No, sah, it’s mumps!” 





Two political candidates were discussing the 
coming local election. . 

“What did the audience say when you told 
them you had never paid a dollar for a vote?” 
queried one. 

“A few cheered, but the majority seemed to 
lose interest,” returned the other.—Harper’s. 





Morris Hillquit, the New York Socialist, was 
discussing the Bolsheviks. 

“The Bolsheviks,” he said, “are so dreadfully 
up against it that they remind me of the edi- 
tor of the Cinnaminson Scimitar. 

“This has been a very lucky day for me,’ 
the editor said at supper to his wife. 

“His wife’s harassed face brightened. 

“Did somebody pay a subscription, George?’ 
she asked. 

“*Well, no,’ said the editor. ‘It wasn’t as 
lucky as all that. I was shot at and missed.” 








454 CENTRAL LAW JOURNAL 





No. 25 








WEEKLY DIGEST 





Weekly Digest of ALL the Important Opinions 
of ALL the State and Territorial Courts of 
Last Resort and of ALL the Federal Courts. 





Copy of Opinion in any case referred to in this digest 
may be procured by sending 25 cents to us or to the 
West Pub. Co., St. Paul, Minn. 





















































a S, 6 Si bainscamenseseosating 55, 63, 70, 83, 89, 91, 94 
Arkansas.................... sicubsigquebiorimetaceientiaiie 59, 60, 72, 81 
Connecticut . 98 
Georgia.......... és 23, 50. 57 
Indiana._................ 28, 48. 49, 58, 65, 66, 69, 73, 75 
Iowa.......... 53, 54, 61 
Kentucky .................... 99 
Louisi 21, 24 
Massachusetts... 33, 40, 45, 64, 78 
Michigan 77, 79, 80, 85, 86, 96 
Mi ta 37, 44, 92 
Mississippi 16, 18 
Missouri .......... 47 
Nebraska 17 
New York 6, 15, 26, 39, 41 
North Carolina 52 
Ohio . 32 
Seuth Carolina 62, 100 
Seuth Dakota 13, 34 
Tennesse 4, 8 4 





Texas..1, 11, 22, 27, 35, 43, 46, 56, 67, 74, 87, 88, 90° 


U. S. C. C. App.....2, 9, 12, 20, 24, 29, 36, 76, 82, 93 
United States D. C......... 7, 8, 10, 14, 19, 25, 30, 








31, 38, 561. ae 
Virginia 71, 95 
Wisconsin 97 
1. Adverse Possession—Statute of Limita- 


tions.—Trespass to Try Title. Where commis- 
sioner, pursuant to decree in partition suit, 
conveyed land by deed dated December 11, 1896, 
and grantee who took immediate possssion and 
those holding under him down to and including 
defendant have had continued adverse and un- 
interrupted possession of land, using and cul- 
tivating same from date of purchase until No- 
vember 9, 1914, defendant would have title un- 
der ten-year statute.—Boese v. Parkhill, Tex., 
202 S. W. 128. 


2. Appeal and Error—Statutory Construc- 
tion.—Under Act Cong. March 3, 1891, § 11, de- 
claring that no appeal or writ of error shall 
be taken or sued out except within six months 
after entry of judgment order or decree to be 
reviewed, a writ of error cannot, where six- 
months period expires on Sunday, be sued out 
on following Monday.—Siégelschiffer v. Penn 
Mut. Life Ins. Co., U. S. C. C. A., 248 Fed. 226. 

3. Assignments—Validity—An agreement by 
clerk of railroad at Canadian line that he 
would remit to railroad fees earned by him 
as customs broker for United States was not 
invalid as assignment of fees or earnings by 
public officer—Duluth, S. S. & A. Ry. Co. v. 
Wilson, Mich., 167 N. W. 55. 

4, Attachment—aAttorney’s Lien.—Where an 
attorney, otherwise entitled to a charging lien 
on a judgment recovered, takes an assignment 
to himself of the entire judgment, he abandons 


or waives the lien—Jernigan Bros. v. Hart. | 


Tenn., 202 S. W. 68. 








- 


5. Attorney and Client—Contingent Fee.— 
Agreement by attorney that client should at 
least receive the amount she would receive 
under the “Employers’ Liability Law” meant 
the full amount she could receive under such 
law, and not an amount previously offered by 
the employer under such law.—Nichols_ v. 
Waters, Mich., 167 N. W. 1. : 


6. Disbarment.—An attorney of several 
years’ experience, who for sole purpose of coerc- 
ing payment of a large sum of money drafted 
a complaint so indecent and scandalous that it 
cannot be quoted, will be disbarred; he having 
been before the court once before in disciplinary 
proceeding for similar conduct.—In re Han- 
sen, N. Y., 169 N. Y. S. 881. 





7. Bankruptey—Conditional Sale——Notes em- 
bodying separate conditional sale contracts, at- 
tached together, and to a separate sheet con- 
taining an affidavit as to the aggregate amount 
due thereon, by brass fasteners, and filed, held 
invalid under Ohio statute, to preserve the 
seller’s lien against creditors in bankruptcy.— 
Columbus Merchandise Co. v. Kline, U. S. D. C., 
248 Fed. 296. 


8. Mortgage.—Where it was agreed be- 
tween bankrupt and vendor, who took back 
purchase-money mortgage, that separate lots 
should be released from lien of mortgage on 
fixed payment, and trustee in bankruptcy de- 
sired to exercise that right as to lots on 
which bankruptcy has jurisdiction of proceed- 
ing to require vendor to release such lots from 
lien of mortgage.—In re East Stroudsburg Sup- 
ply & Construction Co., U. S. D. C., 248 Fed. 
356. . 








9. Petition for Review.—Petition for re- 
view of action of referee in bankruptcy, even 
if filed only with the clerk, having been treated 
by the referee as filed with him, was as effec- 
tive as if first filed with him, and later by him 
with the clerk.—In re Wood, U. S. C. C., 248 
Fed. 246. 


10. Provable Claim.—Under Bankruptcy 
Act July 1, 1898, §§ 14b (3), 17 (2), both of 
which were amended in 1903 (Act Feb. 5; 1903, 
§§ 4, 5), creditor holding provable claim may 
oppose discharge on ground bankrupt obtained 
credit on materially false statement in writing, 
though such creditor’s claim would not be bar- 
red by discharge.—In re Armstrong, U. S. D. 
C., 248 Fed. 292. 


li. Set-off and Counterclaim.—Where cor- 
porations bought cotton oil and sold like quan- 
tities to another corporation, seller having failed 
to deliver, could not, in action for damages by 
trustee in bankruptcy of purchaser, have set- 
off by washing-out process, on theory that oil 
was really to be delivered to second purchaser, 
in view of Bankr. Act, § 68, as to set-off and 
counterclaim.—Planters’ Oil Co. v. Gresham, 
Tex., 202 S. W. 145. 

12. Trustee.—Notwithstanding Bankruptcy 
Act, § 5, subds. d—f, the court has discretion 
to appoint different trustees for bankrupt es- 
tates of partnership and its members, properly 
exercised where partner’s individual debts ex- 
ceed his individual estate, and proceeding 
against partnership has arrived at dividend 
when that against partner is instituted—In re 
Wood, U. S. C. C. A., 248 Fed. 246. 
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13. Void Sale-—Although a void sale under 
Civ. Code, § 2369, is validated by a subsequent 
delivery before liens attach, the burden is on 
the vendee to show that possession was taken 
when the vendor was lawfully capable of turn- 
ing over such property.—Lockhart v. Edge, S. 
D., 167 N.. W. 164. 


14. Waiver.—Where bankrupt, though duly 
served in action on claim barred by his dis- 
charge defaulted, court of bankruptcy cannot 
enjoin enforcement of judgment of New York 


state court, for, unless pleaded, defense of dis- 
charge is waived; hence bankrupt, if entitled 
to any relief, must resort to method prescribed 
by Code Civ. Proc. N. Y. § 1268, now Debtor and 
Creditor Law, § 150.—In re Boardway, U. S. D. 
C., 248 Fed. 364. 

15.—Brekers—Warranty.—Where an _ officer 
undertook on behalf of a corporation to employ 
a broker on commission, and, in an action for 
commission, testimony, to which the officer 
failed to object, showed that he had no author- 
ity to employ plaintiff, plaintiff could recover 
from the officer for breach of warranty of 
authority.—Hallheimer v. Rice, N. Y., 169 N. Y. 8S. 
1002. 


16. Carriers of Goods—Bill of Lading—Car- 
rier issuing bills of lading on goods received 
by compress company with which it had con- 
tract for preparing cotton for shipment pro- 
vided that compress company should reimburse 
carrier for storing and handling, and the carrier 
is liable for loss caused by negligence of com- 
press company.—Chas. W. Sheppard Cotton Co. 
v. New Orleans, M. & C. R. Co., Miss., 78 So. 
193. 


17.—Delivery.—Where general delivery man 
sent boy with load of ice to another’s place 
of business, and such other, without delivery- 
man’s knowledge, instructed driver to deliver ice 
cream, the law would not imply driver’s author- 
ity to contract for deliveryman that ice cream 
would be delivered within specified time.—Rey- 
nolds v. Hathaway, Neb., 167 N. W. 63. 


18.——-Shipment.—If shipper must do some 
act as necessary precedent to shipment, delivery 
to railroad would not be delivery to it as com- 
mon carrier, but, if shipper is to do nothing 
further, delivery is to railroad as common car- 
rier.—Hill Mfg. Co. v. New Orleans, M. &. C. R. 
R. Co., Miss., 78 So. 187. 


19. 28-Hour Law.—A railroad carrier held 
entitled to recover from a shipper for 250 
pounds of hay fed to each carload of a ship- 
ment of cattle during the rest period required 
by Twenty-Eight Hour Law, §§ 2, 3, although 
some hay was placed in the cars by the ship- 
per.—Pennsylvania R. Co. v. Swift & Co. U. 
S. D. C., 248 Fed. 315. 


20.—Carriers of Passengers—Breach of Con- 
tract.—That steamship company’s agent, in 
presence of third persons, notified passenger 
that check was worthless, and demanded pay- 
ment under threat of expulsion, held a breach 
of contract and tort.—Austro-American S&S. 
Co. v. Thomas, U. S. C. C. A, 248 Fed. 231. 


21.——Safe Place to Alight.—Where street 
car stopped 15 or 20 feet beyond its usual 
stopping place at place where step of car was 
15% or 16 inches above roadway, so that pas- 
senger might safely alight by extending foot 
7 inches out and stepping down while holding 
onto handlebar, such place was reasonably safe. 
—Clogher v. New Orleans Ry. & Light Co., La., 
78 So. 247. 

22. Chattel Mortgages—Bailment.—Contract 
to hold piano for sale, title to remain in music 














company, money to be immediately paid over, 
piano to be returned upon request, was bail- 
ment, with right to sell, and not mortgage re- 
quired by Rev. St. 1911, art. 5654, to be regis- 
tered.—Renfroe v. Hall, Tex., 202 S. W. 218. 


23.——-Lien.—Although mortgage on meat 
market outfit was not recorded, it was a valid 
lien upon the property, where it appeared that 
purchaser had actual notice thereof at time of 
sale.—McLendon v. Ricks, Ga., 95 S. E. 471. 

24. Promissory Note.—While note and 
chattel mortgage should be construed together, 
yet as provisions of note govern in case of con- 
flict, holder may, where there had been long- 
continued default in payment of interest, exer- 
cise option given in note and declare whole of 
principal and interest due, regardless of provi- 
sions of mortgage as to defaults —Lumbermen’s 
Trust Co. v. Title Ins. & Inv. Co. of Tacoma, 
U. S. C. C. A., 248 Fed. 212. 

25. Commerce—Employe.—Employe of rail- 
road engaged in both interstate and intrastate 
commerce, injured while repairing electric 
motor, does not fall within federal Employers’ 
Liability Act; it not clearly appearing that 
motor was appliance used in connection with 
interstate commerce.—O’Dell v. Southern Ry. Co., 
U. S. D. C., 248 Fed. 345. 


26. Employes.—Where a railroad employe 
was injured while in a caboose entering de- 
fendant’s freight yard after it had been de- 
tached from an interstate train, recovery might 
be had under the federal Employers’ Liability 
Act, since the interstate transportation had not 
ended.—O’Neill v. Erie R. Co., N. Y., 169. N. Y. 
S. 1008. 

27.——Employes.—The operator of a _ hoist 
used to load rails on flat cars, after workmen 
had removed them from the ties and laid new 
rails, was engaged in repair of tracks, and, 
where the road operated in two states, was en- 
gaged in interstate commerce.—Hargrove v. 
Gulf, C. & S. F. Ry., Tex., 202 S. W. 188. - 

28.——Speed Ordinance.—In an action based 
on federal Employers’ Liability Act for wrong- 
ful death’ through being struck by railroad 
train, a city ordinance prohibiting the running 
of a railroad train at a speed greater than 10 
miles per hour was admissible, not being super- 
seded by the federal law.—Pennsylvania Co. v. 
Stalker, Ind., 119 N. E. 163. 


29. Conspiracy—Evidence.—Where post office 
inspectors to ascertain whether law was being 
violated sent defendants decoy letters and re- 
ceived replies purporting to come from office 
of one of defendants, it is legitimate inference 
that defendants authorized replies, and they 
are admissible in prosecution for conspiring to 
use mails in connection with scheme to de- 
fraud..—Holsman vy. United States, U. S. C. C 
A., 248 Fed. 193. 

30. Constitutional Law—Conscription Act.— 
Nondeclarant alien, although by terms of Con- 
scription Act exempt from service, is not denied 
due process of law because required to pre- 
sent and secure his exemption through exemp- 
tion boards provided for.—Ex parte Blazekovic, 
U. S. D. C., 248 Fed. 327. 

31.—Conscription Act.—Selective Service Act, 
§ 13, as to disorderly houses, does not delegate 
legislative power to Secretary of War, but em- 
powers him to ascertain and declare the zone 
within which the statute shall take effect.— 
a States v. Scott, U. S. D. C., 248 Fed. 


32. Judicial Power.—Code, § 580, as 
amended by 101 Ohio Laws, p. 173, authorizing 
clerk of common pleas to enter up findings of 
Publie Utilities Commission as a judgment, does 
not confer judicial power on him, and hence 
does not violate Const. art. 4, § 1, vesting ju- 
dicial power in the courts.—Hocking Valley Ry. 
=o. v. Cluster Coal & Feed Co., Ohio, 119 N. E. 











33. Comtracts—Acceptance.—Where contract 
provided no payment should be construed to be 
acceptance of defective work or materials, 
owner is not estopped from contending against 
contractor, the building not having been com- 

leted in accordance with specifications, that he 
s entitled to damages, notwithstanding archi- 
tect’s certificate of final payment, with which 
pe, gomtied.-Dengie v. Borden, Mass., 119 
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34. Indemnity.—Purchaser’s deposit with 
plaintiff. bank to be returned if title could not 
be made held for general, so that contract to in- 
demnity bank for any loss on account of trans- 
fer of such deposit to general checking account 
of vendor did not induce breach of trust ren- 
dering indemnity contract void as against pub- 
lic policy; there being no fraud or collusion.— 
Citizens’ State Bank of Mobridge v. Rosen- 
berger, S. D., 167 N. W. 154. 


35. Corperations—Directors.—Corporate_ di- 
rectors are personally liable for damages sus- 
tained by reason of insolvency of corporation, 
when a person is induced to extend credit by 
false representations, either knowingly made, 
or which in exercise of ordinary care the direc- 
tors should have known were false.—Durham v. 
wa Mill & Elevator Co., Tex., 202 S. W. 
138. 





36.——Guaranty.—Obvious purpose of Const. 
Wash. art. 12, § 6, being to protect creditors of 
corporation and prevent issuance of worthless 
securities, it does not preclude corporation, 
which, through agency of another, it organized 
for purpose of acquiring business of competitor, 
from guaranteeing principal and interest of in- 
debtedness incurred by its subsidiary.—Lumber- 
meén’s Trust Co. v. Title Ins. & Inv. Co. of 
Tacoma, U. 8S. C. C. A., 248 Fed. 212. 


37. Net Profits.—The term “net profits,” as 
applied to a corporation, means that which goes 
to make up its surplus. It denotes what re- 
mains after defraying every expense, including 
loans falling due as well as interest on such 
loans. Profits are the surplus earnings avail- 
able for the payment of dividends.—Cochrane 
v. Interstate Packing Co., Minn., 167. N. W. 111. 


38.——Stockholders.—Question whether re- 
quisite number of qualified stockholders were 
present and affirmatively voted for resolution is 
one of fact, and, where resolution was adopted 
by requisite number, it is not subject to attack 
on ground that it was not passed at legally con- 
stituted meeting of stockholders, because in- 
spectors of election failed to examine books to 
determine whether persons voting were regis- 
tered stockholders.—General Inv. Co. v. Bethle- 
hem Steel Corp., U. S. D. C., 248, Fed. 303. 


39. Covenants—Building Restrictions.—Re- 
strictive covenants as to erecting only private 
dwelling, with a i15-foot set back, etc., held 
breached by _ erection on two lots of three 
houses, not facing street, but a court on the 
southern side of the lots*-McKenna y. Levy, 
N. Y., 169 N. Y¥. S. 1009. 

40.——Grantee and Successors.—One of origi- 
nal grantees of lots by deed subjecting them to 
restrictions was charged with obligation to con- 
vey subject to restrictions.—Maclary v. Morgan, 
Mass., 119 N. E. 189. 

41. Negative.—Covenant prohibiting erec- 
tion of building for carrying on trade or busi- 
ness is breached'by erection of building with 
conceded purpose of running a regular boardin 
_cda schlich vy. Lubin, N. Y., 169 N. Y. € 








42. Damages—Evidence.—In action by owner 
of plantation for damages for acts of violence, 
driving away a tenant planting on shares, evi- 
dence held not to sustain claim for damages 
suffered by plaintiff through illness of wife.— 
Sandlin v. Coyle, La., 78 So. 261. 

43.——-Public Policy.—Public policy does not 
demand that verdict in railroad servant's action 
for injuries should not be as large as $20,000 
on any grounds, though federal Employers’ Lia- 
bility Act is virtually compensation statute, and 
fixes yen for defective appliances, regard- 
less of negligence.—Galveston, H. & S. A. Ry. 
Co. v. Hopkins, Tex., 202 S. W. 222. 

44. Dead Bodies—<Autopsy by Officer.—It is 
no defense to action for damages from autopsy 
on body of plaintiff's daughter without consent 
of next kin that defandant, the attending 
physician, performed the autopsy to ascertain 
cause of death, so as to be able to certify it, 
as required by Gen. St. 1913, § 4652.—W 
Graham, Minn., 167 N. W. 113, 

45. Deeds—Maps and Plans.—Where deed ‘re- 
cited that granted premises were shown on plan 
annexed and to be recorded therewith, plan be- 
came incorporated in deed.—Maclary v. Morgan, 
Mass., 119 N. E. 189. 


8 Vv. 








46. Election of Remedies—Evidence.—S ee 
Master and Servant. Where corporation bought 
cotton oil subject to rules of association which 
required notice of date when to ship to be given 
by the purchaser, and on failure to deliver 
authorized purchase through broker of like 
quantities, and trustee in bankruptcy of pur- 
chaser authorized broker to buy like quantities 
but broker failed to do so, employment of the 
broker was not an election of remedies.—Pilant- 
ers’ Oil Co. v. Gresham, Tex., 202 S. W. 145. 


47. Electricity—Trespasser——Where a _ boy 
playing upon a building belonging to another 
party by owner’s sufferance climbed upon a tree 
either on such party’s premises or in an alley, 
and while there was injured by defendant’s un- 
insulated wires, such boy was not a trespasser 
as to defendant.—William v. Springfield Gas & 
Electric-Co., Mo., 202. S. W. 1. 


48. Emi t D i Right of Way.—pur- 
chase by railroad from landowner of an addi- 
tional right of way for double-tracking pur- 
poses did not settle future damages from in- 
creased drainage onto land, made mecessary by 
changes of grade, where at time of transaction 
landowner did not know and could not reason- 
ably have expected that such change of grade 
was contemplated.—Chicago & E. R. Co. v. Hoff- 
man, Ind., 119 N. E. 169. 

49. Frauds, Statute of—Joint Adventure.— 
Where suit was brought for contribution by one 
joint adventurer against another, that the one 
sued did not indorse a note with the others in 
furtherance of their enterprise, from which note 
the loss occurred, does not bring his obligation 
within the statute of frauds as a promise to 
answer for the debt of another.—Gates_ v. 
Fauvre, Ind., 119 N. E. 155. 

50. Garnishment—Judgment.—J udg ment 
against garnishee is as to him conclusive as to 
plaintiff's valid judgment against main debtor 
whose effects were sought to be reached in gar- 
nishment, even where attachment issued against 
nonresident was executed by summons of gar- 
nishment and garnishee did not answer.—Wm. 
R. Warner & Co. v. Burkhalter, Ga, 95 S. E. 
4 


51. Habeas Corpus—Conscription A ec t.— 
Where petitioner, who was certified into serv- 
ice under Conscription Act, was not, having 
failed to comply with rules and regulations as to 
claim for exemption, absolutely entitled to re- 
lief on account of his alienage, issuance of 
habeas corpus to secure release rests in sound 
discretion of trial court.—Ex parte Blazekovic, 
U. S&S D. C., 248 Fed. 327. 

52.——Custody of Child—An order denying 
a father’s petition in habeas corpus for pos- 
session of his daughter and awarding her to 
maternal grandparents, held proper for child’s 
best interests where grandparents had fur- 
nished her a good home for several years, and 
the facts concerning petitioner give no assur- 
ance of his furnishing the child proper home 
surroundings.—Atkinson v. Downing, N. C., 

S. EB. 487. 

53. Highways—Change of road—W here 
large volume of water flowed through natural 
swale over plaintiff's land, and she constructed 
embankment and ditch, diverting water to pub- 
lic highway, and the road was regraded and 
@ small culvert insufficient to carry the water 
was put in, plaintiff could not compel the high- 
way officials to change the road so as to dis- 
pose of the artificial waters collected by her 
and cast upon the highway.—Brightman v. 
Hetzel, Iowa, 167 N. W. 86. 

54.——Collision.—Where defendant, when six 
rods away discovered that driver of plaintiff's 
car was unable to get out of road on account 
of a rut, but made no attempt to avoid col- 
lision, although he had his car under full con- 
trol and there was nothing to prevent him 
from turning to right, he cannot recover on 
his counterclaim.—Dircks v. Tonne, Iowa, 167 





55. Homestead—Exemption—In suit in 
chancery between tenants in common for sale 
of land for division, where plaintiff failed for 
want of title, and register issued execution 
for costs against him, against which plaintiff 
interposed claim of homestead exemption, 
plaintiff's homestead was exempt.—Morscheimer 
v. Wood, Ala., 78 So. 200. 
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56. Husband and Wife—Community Prop- 
erty.—Where a trunk containing baggage of 
the husband and wife most of which was com- 
munity property, and part of which belonged 
to the wife, was lost by the innkeeper, both 
husband and wife could sue to recover the 
damage in the same suit.—Zeiger v. Woodson, 
Tex., 202 S. W. 164. 

57. Head of Family.—Where a husband 
and wife reside together, the legal presumption 
always is that the house and all household ef- 
fects belong to the husband as the head of 
the family, which presumption is rebuttable.— 
Young v. State, Ga, 95 S. E 78. 


58. Imfants—Contracts.—In action by infant 
to recover payments made upon piano after 
avoiding contract, plaintiff's right to recover 
is not precluded because an adult was her joint 
obligor, under contract, where all payments 
were made by or for plaintiff—Story & Clark 
Piano Co. v. Davy, Ind., 119 N. E. 177. 


59. Insurance—Accident.—Complaint, alleg- 
ing that plantiff, while asleep, by some means 
unknown to him, suffered complete loss of his 
testicles bag, and showed “accidental” injury 
within policy insuring against bodily injuries 
affected directly and independently by_ ac- 
cidental means.—Harrison v. Interstate Busi- 
ness Men’s Accident Ass’n of Des Moines, Iowa, 
Ark., 202 S. W. 34. 


60. Application.—Where agent writes an- 
swers to questions in an application for acci- 
dent insurance, not made a part of the policy, 
the insured is not bound , 4 incorrect answers, 
where he does not know that they have been 
so written—American Life & Accident Ins. Co. 
v. Walton, Ark., 202 S. W. 20. 


61. Beneficiary.—Naming an_ illegitimate 
as son and beneficiary in a fraternal benefit 
certificate patng a sufficient recognition under 
Code, § 3385, the child is a proper beneficiary 
under section 1824, providing that an “heir” 
may be a beneficiary.—Booz v. Booz, Iowa, 167 
N. W. 93. 


62.——Custom.—Custom of fraternal order as 
to payment of death benefits contrary to con- 
tract between itself and member, embodied in 
by-law, would be no defense: to subsequent 
claim by another admitted beneficiary.—Wil- 
liams v. Working Benevolent State Grand 
Lodge of South Carolina, S. C., 95 S. E. 517. 

63. Direct Loss.—The word “direct” in a 
fire policy that insurer should be liable only 
for “direct loss by fire,” means merely “im- 
mediate” or “proximate” as distinguished from 
“remote,” and means no more than the word 
“proximate” in the law of negligence.—West- 
ern Assur. Co. v. Hann, Ala., 78 So. 232. 

64. Notice of Accident.—That partnership 
holding liability policy had reasonable doubt 
as to existence of any injury or liability to 
one scalded by jet of steam from their engine 
could not be used to deprive insurer of con- 
tractual right under policy to have immediate 
notice of accident, regardless of damages that 
might be claimed to flow from it.—McCarthy 
v. Rendle, Mass., 119 N. E. 188. 

65. Public Policy.—Public policy held not 
to prevent recovery by beneficiaries on a policy 
of insurance, where the death of the insured 
was caused by a criminal operation, the policy 
not expressly exempting liability for such 
cause.—Mutual Life Ins. Co. of New Yorks v. 
Guller, Ind., 119 N. E. 173. 

66. Suicide.—A clause in a life insurance 
policy avoiding it if assured shall die “by 
his own act,” contemplates suicide only, and 
does not include death of a woman from sep- 
ticemia, caused by an _ operation to produce 
miscarriage.—Mutual Life Ins. Co. of New York 
v. Guller, Ind., 119 N. E. 173. 

67. ‘Waiver.—Where, after damage _ to 
goods and removal to other location within 
knowledge of insurer, a duplicate receipt in 
sum of loss, pe “said policy is hereby 
reduced in said sum,” and unearned premium 
was not returned, the insurer waived the right 
to avoid policy for removal of goods.—Camden 
Fire Ins. Ass’n v. Bond, Tex., 202 S. W. 220. 

68. Intoxicati Liquors—Transportation.— 
Defendant, who hired an automobile and driver 
and went to a wet county for liqior marked 





























with name of another than defendant as con- 
signee, and brought the same into a dry county, 
held guilty of violating the Pray Law as to 
transportation in dry territory of liquor falsely 
labled. (Affirmed by divided court.)—People v. 
Spaulding, Mich., 167 N. W. 27. 


69. Joint Adventures—Contribution—Where 
one of several joint adventures did not join 
in a renewable note, which was not negotiable, 
the debt was not paid by such note, and pay- 
ment of the renewal note by another member 
constituted the first payment and entitled him 
bg Septrnatian.-aatee v. Fauvre, Ind., 119 N. 


70. Landlord and Tenant—Damages.—Where 
landlord knew that floor of porch was rotten, 
and failed to keep his promise to repair it, 
tenant, injured by falling through floor, could 
recover damages ex contractu, as being within 
contemplation of parties—Hart v. Roiemen, 
Ala., 78 So. 201. 


71. Termination of Tenancy.—Where there 
was no _ unconditional notice to vacate given 
tenant from year to year, but notice merely 
proposed different kind of rent, renting. for 
part of crops, instead of fixed money rent, to 
which tenant replied he would do what was 
right, there was not sufficient notice to ter- 
minate tenancy.—Kellam v. Belote, Va., 95 S. 
E. 453. , 

72. Lareney—Asportation.—Carrying meat 
from the owner’s refrigerator to the front door 
and placing it near a-hole in the screen, -with 
intent to steal and carry it away, constituted 
- sgper tates —-waete v. State, Ark., 202 S. 





73. Master and Servant—<Assumption of Risk. 
—In actions in state court based on federal 
Employers’ Liability Act, peosetene is governed 
by law of state, and, while what constitutes 
assumption of risk is substantive law, the 
method of determining whether in a given case 
employe has assumed the risk is a question of 
procedure.—Pennsylvania Co. y. Stalker, Ind., 
119 N. Ee. 168. ’ 

74..—Casual Employe.—Under Employers’ 
pa nana Act, pt. 4, § 1, excepting casual em- 
ployes from definition of employes, and part 2, 
§ 6, excepting the employes of independent con- 
tractors on a contract “merely auxiliary and 
incident to” the business, machinist sent by ma- 
chine shop to do certain work on a machine 
was not employe of company owning machine. 
—Texas Refining Co. v. Alexander, Tex., 202 S. 
W. 131. ‘ 

75. Course of _Employment.—Where. a ‘ser- 
vant, employed to check and collect for short- 
ages of master’s employes delivering ice, was 
shot and killed by one of such employes as. a 
result of a quarrel over such collection, such 
servant's death arose out of employment.—Polar 
Ice & Fuel Co. v. Mulray, Ind., 119 N. E. 149. 

76.—-Employers’ Liability Act.—Under New 
Hampshire Employers’ Liability Act, applicable 
to employes in mill, carpenter, whose employ- 
ment at times required him to engage in man- 
uel labor in connection with or in proximity 
to machinery, is within scope of statute, though 
his injuries resulted from fall from platform 
outside of mill building.—Pellerin v. Interna- 
tional Cotton Mills, U. Cc. C. A., 248 Fed. 242. 

77.—-Fortuitous Death.—Where employe died 
from mitral regurgitation while working in a 
room at a temperature of 75 to 78 degrees, 
which room was ventilated by two portholes 
and two large doors, the temperature was not 
unusual or fortuitous.—Guthrie v. Detroit Ship- 
building Co., Mich., 167 N. W. 37. 


“78. Respondeat Superior.—A corporation 
enans a hotel is not liable to its scrub- 
woman injured by a fall on a stairway, where, 
for aught that appears, the object on which the 
woman slipped might have been dropped there 
only a moment before by some one for whose 
conduct the corporation was not responsible.— 
_ v. J. R. Whipple Co., Mass., 119 N. E. 











79. ‘Workmen’s Compensation Act.—Where 
employe of manufacturing corporation, engaged 
to drive motor truck and make deliveries, suf- 
fered accident in transporting law books as a 
favor to stockholder, it appearing that his. 
superior directed him to deliver the books in 
such way as not to interfere with his regular 
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work, such employe was not injured in course 
of his employment, so as to be entitled to award 
under Workmen's Compensation Act.—Carna- 
han v. Mailometer Co., Mich., 167 N. W. 9. 


80. Workmen's Compensation Act.—An in- 
ury received by a workman while engaged in 
is usual work without intervention of some- 
thing unusual or fortuitous is not an “acci- 
dent.”"—Guthrie v. Detroit Shipbuilding Co., 
Mich., 167 N. W. 37. 


81. Mimes and Minerals—Forfeiture.—Where 
a mining lease gave lessee the right to remove 
his machinery at the termination of the lease, 
it was left after cancellation of the lease, on 
the premises for six months and was extensive- 
ly repaired, the lessee and creditors forfeited 
<3 — therein. —Heim v. Brock, Ark., 202 





82. Monopolies—Abstract Business.—As_ rec- 
cords are open to inspection of all, abstract 
business is not susceptible of being monopolized 
in same sense that dealing in commercial prod- 
uct may be monopolized, so transaction where- 
by one of several competing abstract companies 
acquired business of its competitors is not sub- 
ject to attack.—Lumbermen’s Trust Co. v. Title 
Ins. & Inv. Co. of Tacoma, U. 8S. C. C. A., 248 
Fed. 212. 

83. Municipal Corporation—C o ns tit u- 
tional Law.—Ordinance of city of Birmingham, 
requiring buildings more than two stories high, 
in part or in whole used for certain purposes, 
to be provided with standard fire escapes, etc., 
was not unconstitutional as uncertain in terms. 
—Birmingham Ry., Light & Power Co. v. Mil- 
brat, Ala., 78 So. 224. 

84.——Contract.—Where contractor on a pub- 
lic building executed a bond for performance 
and on his telegraphic request, after advice of 
the city attorney, the surety by wire consented to 
insert. the words, “and pay for all materials 
and labor,” as required by Acts 1899, c. 182, 
such addition became a part of the bond.—City 
of Bristol v. Bostwick, Tenn., 202 S. W. 61. 


85. Negligence per se.—Where defendant's 
automobile struck a wagon, causing a horse to 
run away, and it ran down one side of the 
street and Ser turned to the other, going 
counter to traffic, and struck plaintiff's deced- 
ent, riding a bicycle, decedent was not guilty 
of negligence as a matter of law for failure to 





ag ws rse.—Dier v. Voorhees, Mich., 167 N. 
86. ‘Workmen’s Compensation Act.—Where 





employe engaged in removing old and placing 
new brickwork around one of the boilers in a 
plant died as result of heat prostration, it not 
appearing that he exercised himself in any un- 
usual manner or to an unusual degree different 
from other employes, his death cannot be 
deemed accidental within Workmen’s Compen- 
sation Act so as to warrant award.—Roach v. 
Kelsey Wheel Co., Mich., 167 N. W. 33. 

87. Negligence—Gratuitous Service.—Where 
seller of porch swing undertook to hang same 
for buyer, and did so negligently, so that sup- 
port gave way and buyer was injured, seller 
was liable to buyer, though hanging of swing 
was purely gratuitous.—Rick Furniture Co. v. 
Smith, Tex., 202 S. W. 99. 

88. Pledges—Bona Fide Purchaser.—Where 
party sold piano and received purchase price, 
and thereafter pledged another piano, which he 
did not own, to secure delivery, and pledgee 
subsequently received notice of ownership of 
pledged piano, and later entered into agree- 
ment with seller to accept pledged piano in 
place of.one he bought, the pledgee was not a 
purchaser without notice—Renfroe v. Hall, 
Tex., 202 S. W. 218. 

89. Principal and Agent—Evidence.—That 
mortgagee made check covering loan payable 
directly to mortgagor, not to her attorney who 
effected loan, and that mortgagor agreed to 
pay attorney for his services, held not con- 
elusive as against countervailing evidence of 
agency. of attorney for mortgagor instead of 
ae v. Atchley, Ala., 78 So. 


90. Principal and Surety—Extension of 
Time.—Contract for extension of time for pay- 
ment of a note for a definite period, when the 
debt bears interest, is on a valuable .considera- 





tion, and binding on the parties; thus discharg- 
ing the surety not consenting thereto.—Scar- 
borough v. McKinnon, Tex., 202 S. W. 223. 

91. Publie Lands—Mortgage.—Mortgage by 
one who had not perfected his homestead 
rights, having no patent, certificate, or final re- 
ceipt, and not having furnished sufficient proof 
to acquire a certificate, was absolutely void, 
under Rev. St. U. S. §§ 2290. 2291 (U. S. Comp. 
St. 1916. §§ 4531, 4532).—Hale v. McGraw, Ala., 
78 So. 214. 


92. Release—Avoidance of.—A_ release of 
damages for personal injury may be avoided 
on ground of mutual mistake, if existence of 
substantial injury was not. known and con- 
sidered when release was executed, unless re- 
lease expressly applied to unknown as well as 
known’ injury.—Althoff v. Torrison, Minn., 167 
N. W. 11 

93. Specific Performance—Enforceability.— 
Agreement, covering employment of manager 
by oil company, whereby manager purchased 30 
shares of stock, giving his note, to be naid 
from dividends, held not unilateral and bind- 
ing only on oil company, so that transfer of 
stock was not specifically enforceable by man- 
ager.—Mutual Oil Co. v. Hills, U. S. C. C. A, 
248 Fed. 257. 

94.——-Sale of Chattels—Generally, contracts 
for sale of chattels will not be specifically per- 
formed, because their money value as dam- 
ages will enable purchase of others of like 
kind, but it is otherwise, where the chattels 
have a special value to the owner.—Southern 
ay & Equipment Co. v. Vaughan, Ala., 78 So. 


95. Street Railreads—Contributory Negli- 
gence.—Where woman of intelligence and ac- 
tivity, aware of dangers of situation and with 
nothing to distract her attention, or hinder her 
prevision, walked upon street railway track not 
at regular crossing, without taking adequate 
precautions for her safety, there can be no re- 
covery as matter of law.—vVirginia Ry. & 
Power Co. y. Boltz, Va., 95 S. E. 467. 


96. Subrogation—Mistake of Fact.—Where 
life tenant, through mistake of fact, borrowed 
money to discharge mortgage, and plaintiff 
loaned money believing that life tenant owned 
fee, plaintiff was entitled to subrogation to 
rights of original mortgagee, on ground of 
mistake of fact.—Detroit & Northen Michigan 
es. & Loan Ass’n v. Oram, Mich., 167 N. 


97. Waters and Water Courses—Reasonable 
Detention.—The owner of an upper dam may 
withhold the -waters of a stream at certain 
periods to create sufficient storage to efficiently 
carry out his purpose as riparian owner, but 
such right is restricted to a reasonable deten- 
tion, measured by the capacity and uses of 
stream by himself and other riparian owners. 
—State v. Apfelbacher, Wis., 167 N. W. 244. 

98. Wills—Devise—A will providing that, 
after death of three sons, property devised in 
trust for their lives should be divided “equally” 
among the “heirs at law” of the three sons 
“according to laws of distribution,” gave the 
property in equal shares to the wives of three 
sons who died without issue and a living child 
of a fourth son who died before execution of 
the will.——Morse v. Ward, Conn., 103 Atl. 119. 


99. Life Estate.—Will devising life estate 
of ‘widow, and providing that, “if my wife 
should marry, I give to our sons” certain 
stock, and “the rest of my property, real 
and personal, be divided according to law,” 
gave to the widow, in the event of her mar- 
riage, one-half the personality, except the 
stock, and a life estate in one-third of the 
realty, with remainder to his children.—Weide- 
mann v. Weideman, Ky., 201 S. W. 467 

100. Wills—Words of Limitation—In view 
of Civ. Code 1912, § 3571, making works of 
limitation unnecessary to convey fee by de- 
vise, a will devising land in trust for a daughter 
_and her children as her portion, with limita- 
tion over in case of death of her and her hus- 
band without children surviving who should 
attain 21 or be married, held to give daughter 
an absolute estate, so as to vest by inheritance 
the fee _on her surviving child attaining 21 
aa v. Gadsden, §. Ss. E. 
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ALIENS, 
discrimination against aliens employed on 
public works and licensed to carry on 
business subject to regulation, 385. 
right of alien enemy to sue in our courts, 
277. 


ANIMALS; 
see CARRIERS OF LIVE STOCK. 


APPEAL AND ERROR, 
argument appealing to Christianity on a 
criminal case, 332. 
reversal as to one of two conspirators and 
affirmance as to the other, 169. 
stare decisis as a rule of decision, 388. 


ARMY AND NAVY, 
see MILITARY LAW, 
lawyers as soldiers, 100. 


ASSAULT AND BATTERY, 
elements of damages in instructions to jury, 
223. 


ATTORNEY AND CLIENT, 
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his knowledge of law, 444. 
lien in excess of sum for which client set- 
tles suit, 315. 
statement by attorney as malicious attack 
on courts, 294. 
wrong ethical view as to reason for 
to admit to practice, 333. 
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refusal 


BANKRUPTCY, 
right of rescission by seller shortly before 
adjudication, 133. 


BANKS AND BANKING, 
acquiescence by _ depositor in bank paying 
stolen check, 7 
life tenant stockholder in bank liable to 
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notice of meeting of the Hawaii Bar Asso- 
ciation, 360. 
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Association, 396. 

program for the meeting of the Indiana 
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program for the meeting of the Iowa Bar 
Association, 434 

program for ‘the Michigan Bar Association, 


Arkansas 





notice of annual meeting of the Mississippi 
Bar Association, 287. 

program for the meeting of the New Hamp- 
shire Bar Association, 433. 

program for the meeting of the New Jersey 
Bar Association, 397. 

program for the meeting of the Texas Bar 
Association, 433. 

report of the meeting of the Kansas Bar 
Association, 232. 

report of the meeting of the Louisiana Bar 
Association, 342. 


BENEFIT SOCIETIES, 
clause for compensation for injury accord- 
ing to systematic benevolence of society, 
9 


241. 
color blindness as equivalent to blindness, 
78 


6. 
foreign fraternal associations as being or 
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retrospective operation of by-laws, 115. 
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death of William Lawrence Clark, 324. 
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325. 
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in hands of drawee, 431. 
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issued, 415. 
note payable to maker’s own order and not 
indorsed, 2 
reference to another agreement as affecting 
negotiability of note or check, 194. 
restrictive words destroying negotiability, 
249. 
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13, 0. 
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106. 
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_— on Income and Other Federal Taxes, 
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Clark’s Criminal Procedure, second edi- 
tion, 107 

Collier on Bankruptcy, 11th edition, 125. 
Collier on Public Service Companies, 169. 
Costigan’s Cases on Legal Ethics, 32. 
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Schouler on Personal Property, 5th edi- 


tion, 360. 
Whitley on Bills, Notes and Checks, 343. 
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CARRIERS OF GOODS, 
does an act of God excuse a carrier where 
there has been unreasonable delay in 
transporting, 316. 
liability of carrier to bona fide holder of 
bill of lading negligently or fraudulently 
issued, 415. 
reparation claim not affected by shipper 
charging extra freight to customers, 114. 


CARRIERS OF LIVE STOCK, 
construction of the thirty-six-hour statute, 
405. 
validity of state quarantine laws and reg- 


ulations as applied to interstate com- 
merce, 62. 
CHARITIES, 
certainty of purpose in devise, 443. 
no liability for negligence of nurse a rule 


of property in Pennsylvania, 


278. 


COMMERCE, 
advertisements in newspapers printed in 
foreign state violating local policy, 114. 
employes engaged in interstate commerce 
as declared by the United States Supreme 

Court, 3. 

intent by shipper as taking goods from un- 
der commerce clause, 425. 

intoxicating liquors in transit through pro- 
hibition state, 151. 

sales and deliveries of articles in interstate 
commerce losing or retaining their inter- 
state character, 260. 

validity of state quarantine laws and reg- 
ulations as applied to interstate -com- 
merce, 62. 


CONFLICT OF LAWS, 


enforcement of obligation against wife void 
under law of domicile but valid at place 
of contract, 203. 

legitimating statutes recognized in other 
states than that of domicile, 131. 

presuming foreign statute makes same ex- 
ceptions as statute of forum, 435. 

presumption of law of foreign state in ab- 
sence of evidence, 426. 


CONSTITUTIONAL LAW, 

see COMMERCE, 

aid by state to religious institution, 22. 

arrest in another state than where alleged 
offense has been committed, 79. 

constitutionality of selective draft law, 386. 

constitutionality of statute predicating lien 
on property leased for saloon purposes 
on. judgment against lessee sued solely, 


Gomeeeraty under constitutional limitations, 


discrimination against aliens employed on 
public works and licensed to carry on 
business subject to regulation, 385. 

inquiry into shipment of liquor for personal 
use, 41. 

price-fixing restrictions in the sale of pat- 
ented articles, 275. 

provision as to style of process being man- 
datory on directory, . 

punctuation as guide in 
statute, 277. 

any of the child labor act, 


interpretation of 


CONSTRUCTION, 


punctuation as a guide in interpretation of 
statute, 277. 


CONTEMPT, 


inquiry into all the facts of an alleged 
contempt in the face of the court, 167. 


CONTRACTS, 
acts in emergency 
course, 169. 


substitute for efficient 





agreement not to marry during life of donor 
incidental, 168. 

condition in restraint of alienation, 425. 

disloval utterances ground for nullifying 
contract with student by college, 149. 

impossibility of performance by reason of 
change of circumstances, not provided for, 
as a defense to an action for breach of 
contract, 423. 

private contracts and state requisitions, 170. 

recovery by plaintiff notwithstanding par- 
ticipation in fraud, 61. 

the war and contracts—economic 
bility excusing breach, 224. 

war prices excusing performance of execu- 
tory contracts, 349. . 


impossi- 


COPYRIGHT LAWS, 
see LITERARY PROPERTY. 


CORPORATIONS, 

bonuses for corporate officials, 208. 

dangers to be avoided in the organization 
of so-called Massachusetts Trusts, 286. 

implied power as to guaranty and surety- 
ship, 387. 

liability» of director for neglect of duty, 
369 


liability of stockholders of de facto corpo- 
ration, 443. 

right of one also stockholder in 
cern to investigate books, 241 

serving officer of corporation away from 
domicile thereof, 303. 

unconscionable contract not binding though 
freely made, 205. 


rival con- 


COURTS, 
court opinions and reports, 428. 
industrial courts, 32. 


memorial on reducing numVer and length 
of judicial opinions, 269. — Pn 
reorganization of the judicial administra- 


tion of justice, 406. ue 
stare decisis as a rule of decision, 388. 


CRIMINAL LAW, 

adjourning court to the home of a witness 
in a criminal case, 377. 

instructions curing error 
mission of evidence, 187. 

place of holding court, 453. i 

presumption of good character of defendant 
in a criminal case as evidence in his favor, 


in wrongful ad- 


proof of-venue in a criminal case not to be 
beyond reasonable doubt where only local 
jurisdiction is involved, 113. 

suppression of evidence in criminal case 
creating presumption against defendant, 
50. 


CROSS EXAMINATION, 
dangers of cross examination, 206. 


DAMAGES, 
claim for damages by shipper against car- 
rier not affected by charging excess 
freight to customer, 114. 


DEAD BODIES, 


autopsy by official required to certify cause 
of death, 350. 


DECENDENTS’ ESTATES, 


bringing into hotchpot advancements as 
barred by statute of limitations, 160. 


DESCENT AND DISTRIBUTION, 


waiver by widow of portion of estate vested 
in her by statute, 314.~ 


DIVORCE, % ; 
decree in another state as presumptive evi- 
dence in prosecution, 97. 
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decree as to land in another state, 150. 

jurisdiction over child because of its pres- 
ence in state while its mother is suing 
for divorce upon constructive service, 185. 

indignities as constituting cruel and abusive 
treatment, 259. 

modification of decree in divorce applies 
only to what concerns the future, 85. 


DURESS, 
right to recover money paid for suppres- 
sion of criminal prosecution, 96. 


EMINENT DOMAIN, 
definiteness in pointing out property sub- 
ject to eminent domain, 352. : 
recovery for discontinuance of proceedings 
in condemnation, 29. 


EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT, 

see WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT, 

see INDEMNITY INSURANCE. 

affrmance of judgment contingent on reduc- 
tion of amount, 442. 

employes engaged in interstate commerce 
as declared by the United States Supreme 
Court, 3. 

state statute or city ordinance as evidence 
of negligence under federal empolyers’ 
liability act, 403. 


ESPIONAGE, 
non-mailable matter under espionage act, 
132 


ESTOPPEL, 
withdrawal by indemnity company from de- 
fense of assured, 60. 


EVIDENCE, 
competency in federal courts of wil fe against 
husband under white slave act, 257 
suppression of evidence in crimins: al ease 
creating presumption against defendant, 






FEDERAL EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT, 
see EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT. 


FEDERAL COURTS, 
see REMOVAL OF CAUSES. 


FRAUD, 
recovery by plaintiff notwithstanding par- 
ticipation in fraud, 61. 


FRAUD AND DECEIT, 
action against father for misrepresenting 
age of minor child, 369. 


FRAUDS, STATUTE OF, 
enforceability in another state of contract 
there within the statute of frauds, 11. 


HABEAS CORPUS 
res judicata as applicable to judgment in 
habeas corpus for custody of child, 229. 
summary action in detention of alien 
enemies, 222. P 


HOURS OF SERVICE ACT, 
existence of war affecting liability under 
hours of service act, 204. 


HUMOR OF THE LAW, 
13, 38, 53, 71, 89, 107, 125, 143, 161, 179, 197, 
215, 233, 251, 269, 287, 307, 325, 3438, 361, 

379, 417, 435, 453 


vo. 





INCOME TAX, 
stock issued on account of increased value 
of assets not taxable as income, 60. 


INDEMNITY INSURANCE, 
construction of fidelity bond as to meaning 
_ of “embezzlement,” 223 
interest and costs in ap pe al added to maxi- 
_ mum indemnity, 2. 
interest on indemnity policy after judgment 
where indemnitor requires appeal, 266. 


INDIANS, 


right of way through Indian country to 
railroad station, 405. : 


INHERITANCE TAXATION, 


providing funds through insurance for pay- 
ing estate or inheritance taxes, 353. 


INJUNCTION, 
avoiding multiplicity of suits in enforce- 
ment of penal ordinances, 133 


INSURANCE, 
see BENEFIT SOCIETIES. 
see INDEMNITY INSURANCE. 
see LIFE INSURANCE. 


INTERNATIONAL LAW, 
recourse by owner of property appropriated 
by revoluntionary leader, 259. 
waiver of sovereignty by Ganka govern- 


ment bringing suit, 258. 


INTOXICATING LIQUORS, 

see COMMERCE. 

see MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS 

ordinance requiring inspection of liquor 
shipments in interstate commerce, 333. 

right of a state to prohibit circulation of 
newspapers containing advertisement of 
intoxicating liquors, 114. 

traveler carrying as part of personal bag- 
gage, 186. 


JUDGES, 
judges as specialist and quasi-commission- 
ers, 3 
recall of ‘judg yes and impeachment, 242. 
LABOR UNIONS, 
right of labor union to prescribe minimum 
number of employes in a business or en- 
terprise, 239. 
right of a labor union to induce its mem- 
bers to compel an employer to unionize 
his business, 39. 


LANDLORD AND TENANT, ; 
eviction because of ungentlemanly conduct 
of other tenant, 97. 


LARCENY, 
appropriation by soneumat of water from 
pipe of public servic company, 187. 
possession of stolen property rece ntly stolen 
as presumption of law of fact, 316. 


LAW AND LAWYERS, 
Bacon's Prophecy, 80. 
Baron Reading on Technicalities of the 
Law, 197. 
lawyers as soldiers, 100, 213. 
the lawyer’s duty and potential power, 59. 


taking care of the business of the lawyer 


who has gone to war, 239. 
what shall lawyers do to win the war, 19. 


[ ETHICS, 
see PROFESSIONAL ETHICS 
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LIBEL AND SLANDER, 
libeling a class as criminal libel, 334. 


LIFE ESTATES. 
life tenant stockholder in bank liable to de- 
positors as absolute owner, 451 


LIFE INSURANCE, 
life insurance for the beenfit of wife or 
children—the case of Arnold v. Dominion 
Trust Company, 245. 
torpedo by submarine causing injured to 
drown when attempting to escape, 132. 


LIMITATION OF ACTIONS 
bringing into hotchpot advancements barred 
as by statute of limitations, 160. 


LIMITATIONS 

right of federal court sitting in equity to 
disregard statute of limitations, 404. 

limitations of the treaty-making powers of 
the president of the United States with 
the concurrence power of the senate—the 
application of these principles to the con- 
troversy with Japan and the California 
land laws, 188. 


LITERARY PROPERTY, 
qualified rights of addressee in letters as 
literary property, 1. 


MARRIAGE 
annulment in courts of another state for 
cause contrary to its policy, 2%4. 


MASTER AND SERVANT, 
see EMPLOYERS’ LIARILITY ACT. 
see HOURS OF SERVICE ACT. 
see TWENTY-EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 
assaults on employe when in course of em- 
ployment under workmen's compensation 
act, 
distinction between duties devolved by law 
and those by contract as excused by act 
of God, 124. 
enticing servant away 
340. 


o 


or 
AG. 


from employment, 


MILITARY LAW, 
exemption of ministers from military serv- 
ice, ‘ 
right of alien enemy to sue in our courts, 
277. 
alien 


action in detention of 


999 


summary 
enemies, 22. 
war legislation, 116. 


MORTGAGES, 
decisions of the British courts on the po- 
sition of mortgages during war, 426. 


MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS, 

discrimination against aliens employed on 
public works and licensed to do business 
subject to regulation, 385. 

franchise granted by municipality to a pub- 
lic service company as being contractual 
in nature, 367. 

ordinance fixing rates for public utility not 
contract free from impairment, 2 

ordinance requiring inspection of lee 
shipments in interstate commerce, 33 

power of municipality having right to li- 
cense or prohibit sale of intoxicating 
liquor, to aim at the latter under guise 
of prohibitory license law, 152. 

supplying coal and wood to inhgbitants at 
cost, 21. 

validity of ordinance 
of buildings, 41. 


regulating height 





NEGLIGENCE, 

acts in emergency substitute for efficient 
course, 169. 

confusion of the terms “proximate” and “di- 
rect,” 226 

last clear chance doctrine where duty to 
look would have avoided injury, 69. 

liability of druggist for negligence in sale 
or computing of drugs, 295. 

we rg 4 for children against: attractive 
ures, 4 


NUISANCE, 
negligence by contractor in repair of a 
highway, 351. 


PARENT AND CHILD, 
burden of proof on stranger furnishing sup- 
port to child, 315. 
jurisdiction over child because of its pres- 
ence in state while its mother is suing 
for divorce upon constructive service, 185. 


legitimating statutes recognized in other 
_ States than that of domicile, 131. 
right of parent to recover for death of 


= employed without former’s consent, 


PARTIES, 
right of alien enemies to sue in our courts, 
O77 


wid. 


PARTNERSHIP, 
liability of stockholders of de fazto corpo- 
ration, 443. 


PATENT LAWS, 
price-fixing restrictions in sale of patented 
articles, 275. 


POST OFFICE, 


non-mailable matter under espicnage act, 
132. 


PRIVATE INTERNATIONAL LAW, 
see CONFLICT OF LAWS. 


PROCESS, 
provisions as to style of process being man- 
datory on directory, 40. 


PROFESSIONAL ETHICS, 
decisions by the New York County Lawyers’ 
Association Committee on Professional 
Ethics, 52, 87, 196, 178, 306, 358. 
is the question of legal ethics an economic 
question, 293. 
wrong ethical view as to reason for 


to admit to practice, 333. 


refusal 


PUBLIC HEALTH, 
liability of vendor of impure food to in- 
jured consumer, 134. 


PUBLIC POLICY, 
agreement not to marry during life of donor 
incidental, 168. 
recovery by plaintiff notwithstanding par- 
ticipation in fraud, 61. 


PUBLIC SERVICE CORPORATIONS 
damages for discrimination between com- 
petitors, 387. 
franchise granted by municipality to a pub- 
lic service company as being contractual 
in nature, 367. 


PUBLIC UTILITIES, 
see PUBLIC SERVICE CORPORATIONS. 
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PURE FOOD AND DRUGS ACT, 
liability of druggist for nég ligence in sale 
or compounding of drugs, 2995. ; 
liability of vendor of impure food to in- 
jured consumer, 134. 


RAILROADS, 
see TWENTY-EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 
guard rails on bridges—necessity and suffi- 
ciency, 279, 325. 


REMOVAL OF CAUSES, 
test in suits under Federal Employers’ Lia- 
bility Act after verdict, 295. 


SALES, 

liability of carrier to bona fide holder of 
bill of lading negligently or fraudulently 
issued, 415. 

use of property after tender as waiver of 
rescission, 177. 

vesting of title in consignee by delivery to 
common carrier, 141. 

state officer not immune from suit charging 
neglect .of duty, 283. 


SUCCESSION TAX, 
see INHERITANCE TAXATIOD 


TAXES, 
see’ INCOME T AX. 
see INHERITANCE TAX 
stock dividend as taxable income, 104. 


TITLE REGISTRATION 
a new convert to the Torrens System, 324. 
progress of the Torrens System of tend reg- 
istration, 352. 


4 
t 


TORRENS SYSTEM, 
see TITLE REGISTRATION. 


TORTS, 
liability of druggist for negligence in sak 
or compounding of drugs, 295 
liability of vendor of impure food to injured 
consumers, 134. 


TREATIES 


limitations of the treaty-making powers of 
the President of the United States with 
the concurrence power of the Senate—na- 
ture and extent of these powers, 173, 


TRIAL, 
separation of mixed juries, 205.. 


TRUSTS AND TRUSTEES, 
dangers to be avoided in the organization 
of so-called Massachusetts trusts, 286. 
sale to trustee of an express trust as creat- 
ing personal liability, 77. 


TWENTY-EIGHT-HOUR LAW, 
the twenty-eight- ers law as construed in 
penal ac tions, 22, 


WAR, 

see CONTRACTS, 

see MILITARY LAW. 

a warning against. the centralizing ten- 
dencies of war legi 2 Ol. 

British war emergency legi 
tions on rent and mortg: Bid 

constitutionality of selective draft law, 386. 

decisions of the British courts on the posi- 
tion of mortzages during war, 426. 

existence of affecting liability under hours 
of service act, 204. 






restric- 





WARRANTIES, 
liability of vendor of impure food to injured 
consumers, 134. 


WEEKLY DIGEST OF 
1ONS, 
14, 234, 54, 72, 90, 108, 126, 144, 162, 180, 198, 
216, 23 252, 270, 288, 308, 326,°344 
380, 398. £18, 436, 454. 


IMPORTANT OPIN- 


Co 
ob2, 


WITNESSES, 
eligibility in federal court of witness con- 
nr of infamous crime in state court, 


WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION ACT, 
elective act applies to non-resident employe 
injured in another state, 150. 
injury to third person assisting servant, 22. 
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There are ho cross-references, but each digest is in- 
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than one case on the subject under examination, and therefore the entire page in each instance 
will necessarily have to be scanned in order to make effective and thorough search. 





Abatement and Revival—Lex Loci Fori, 288. 
Accord and Satisfaction—Evidence, 234. 
Acknowledgment—Husband and Wife, 162. 


Adjoining Landowners—Excavations, 108. 


Adoption—Evidence, 436; Inheritance, 162; Spe- 
cific Performance, 398. 


Adverse Possession—Acts of Ownership, 308; 
Adverse Claim, 326; Color of Title, 34, 144; 
Continuity, 34; Emancipated Slave, 380; Evi- 
dence, 90, 326; Improvements, 270; Intent 
to Claim, 344; Landlord and Tenant, 72; Oc- 
ecasional Acts, 270; Prescription, 144, 234; 
Presumption, 54; Statute of Limitations, 108, 
326, 454; Sufficiency of Possession, 54, 72. 


Agriculture—False Branding, 288. 


Alteration of Instruments—Detaching Part, 288; 
Filling Blanks, 112, 288; Materiality, 362. 


Animals—Contagious Disease, 72; Damages, 54; 
Jury Question, 144; Promulgating Rules, 14; 
Running at Large, 126. 


Appeal and Error—Appearance, 180; Statutory 


Construction, 454. 


Arbitration dnd Award—Attacking Award, 54; 
Estoppel, 216; Subject Matter, 108. 


Army and Navy—Enlistment, 216. 
Arrest—Exhibiting Warrant, 362. 


Assauk and Battery—Accidental Collision, 252; 
Arrest Without Warrant, 380; Collision, 162; 
Deadly Weapon, 326; Evidence, 326; Force 
Against Entry, 90; Injury to Social Position, 
252; Justification, 344; Lawful Resistance, 
288; Peace Officer, 308; Shooting at Another, 
oe 


Assignments—Laches, 308; Personal Right, 308; 
Premium .Coupons, 180; Receivership, 252; 
Unfinished Work, 362; Validity, 454; Waiver, 
308. 


Assignment for Benefit of Creditors—Manage- 
menj, 162. 


Asseciations—Condition Precedent, 288; Ratifi- 


cation, 344 


Attachment—Attachable Claim, 234; Attorney’s 
Lien, 454; Desert Claim, 162; Dissolution, 
270; Husband and Wife, 398; Levy, 380; Miti- 
gation of Damages, 14; Return, 216; Special 
Attachment, 90. 


| 
| Attorney and Client—Accounting to Client. 398: 
Aamissions of Record, 126; Admission to 
} Bar, 258; Appointment, 162; Associate Coun- 
} sei, 216; Attorney’s Fee, 90, 270; Attorney’s 
| Lien, 144, 308; Authority of Attorney, 330; 
burden of Proof, 14; Compensation, 144, 162, 
| 198, 288, 326; Consent Decree, 398; Contin- 
| gent Fee, 54, 216, 308, 362, 454; Contract, 126; 
| Disbarment, 34, 54, 72, 90, 180, 234, 270, 288, 
| 454; Discharge, 54, 362; Equitable Assign- 
| ment, 234; Estoppel, 326; Evidence, 34, 180, 
| 216; Impropriety, 398; Imputability, 380, 418; 
| Misconduct, 14, 72, 308; Principal and Agent, 
| 562; Private Detective, 162; Promoters, 180; 
Proot of Claim, 362; Quantum Meruit, 216; 
Ratification, 126; Relation, 34, 72, 252, 398; 
Services Rendered, 180; Stale Charge, 54; 
Suspension, 198, 308, 326; Unprofessional 
Conduct, 270; Waiver, 216. 


Automobile—Pedestrian’s Negligence, 326. 


| 
} 
| 
| 
| Bailment—Benefit of Bailor, 126; Burden of 
| Proof, 162; Conditional Sale, 252; Expense 
| by Bailee, 108; Gratuitous Bailee, 180, 380; 
Lien for Repairs, 252; Notice of Lien, 162. 
Bankruptcy—Adjudication, 270, 436; Allowance 
to 'rrustee, 14; Anticipatory Breach, 326; Ap- 
pointment of Trustee, 270; Assignment, 34; 
Assignment for Creditors, 216; Attorney’s 
Lien, 198; Bidder at Sale, 54; Burden of 
Proof, 180; Chattel Mortgage, 418; Claim 
14; Composition, 90, 108, 270, 344; Conceal- 
ing Assets, 14; Conditional Sale, 198, 234, 
| 454; Contract, 198; Corporation, 252; Court 
| Rules, 418; Custody of Property, 14; Deposit 
of Gold Dust, 14; Discharge, 326; Dividends, 
90; Equity, 436; Estoppel, 54; Exemption, 
126, 270; Extinguishment of Debt, 234; False 
Representation, 126; Fraud, 180; Illegal 
Agreement, 380; Inchoate Interest, 418; In- 
solvency, 34, 344, 436; Insurance, 34, 418; 
Involuntary Petition, 326; Judicial Review 
90; Judgment Lien, 326; Jurisdiction, 326, 
344; Liens, 90, 180, 198, 234, 344, 418; Mort- 
gage, 14, 180, 436, 454; Participation by 
Claimants, 344; Petition for Review, 454: 
Preference, 14, 54, 72, 126, 216, 252, 270, 418. 
436; Process, 344; Proof of Claim 234, 252! 
Provable Claim, 454; Recording of ‘Deed, 271 
Referee, 126; Renouncing Intent, ; 380; 
Rescission, 198; Res Judicata, 216; Review 
| of Findings, 34; Review of Orders, 180; Se- 
lection of Trustee, 271; Set-Off and Counter- 
claim, 14, 454; Special Commission, 234: 
Statement of Assets, 90; Stock Subscriptions, 
34, 54; Summary Order, 198; Summarv Pro- 
ceedings, 234; Trustee, 162, 234, 454: Void 
Transfer, 418, 455; Waiver, 455: Wife as 
rage 308; Withholding from Record, 
’ . 
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Banks and Banking—Assumption of Debt, 252; 
Cashier, 162; Certificate of Deposit, 144; 
Charging Back, 327; Charter, 144; Contract, 
14; Conversion, 108; Corporation Guarantor, 
308; Coupon Holders, 54; Damages, 34; De- 
positor, 126; Director of Corporation, 436; 
Dishonored Draft, 398; Distribution of Cor- 
porate Assets, 252; Dividends, 14; Draft, 162; 
Evidence, 288; Forgery, 216; Holder in Due 
Course, 327; Imputable Notice, 15; Insol- 
vency, 198; Instructions, 271; Liability to 

* Depositor, 72; Negligence 216, 380; Notation 
on Check, 235; Notice, 162, 288, 327; No- 
tice of Invalidity, 418; Officer de Jure, 217; 
Overdraft, 15; Principal and Agent, 235; 
Print and Writing, 327; Receiving Deposits, 
344; Savings Bank, 144; Special Deposit, 
126; Statutory Liability, 108; Stockholder, 
54: Stockholder’s Liability, 436; Subscription 

* Contract, 235; Trover, 163; Unlawful Divi- 
dend, 90; Unlawful Loan, 180; Usage, 90; 
Usury, 436; Waiver, 327; Withdrawal, 34. 


Benefit Associations—Local Councils, 90, 217. 


Bills and Notes—Acceleration of Debt, 380; Ac- 
celerating Payment, 15; Admissibility of 
Evidence, 308; Assignment, 217; Attorney 
Fees, 72, 380; Bad Faith, 380; Burden of 
Proof, 198; Cancellation, 181; Certificate of 
Deposit, 15; Collateral, 398; Consideration, 
198, 217, 252, 288, 436; Corporation, 163; 
Counterclaim, 308; Demand, 34; Equity, 181; 
Evidence, 126, 181, 398: Fictitious_ Per- 
son, 252; Filling Blanks, 163; Fraud, 
34, 72, 344; General Demurrer, 253; 
Good Consideration, 126; Indorsement in 
Blank, 271; Innocent Purchaser, 15, 199, 308, 
436: Irregular Indorsement, 362; Joint and 
Several Signers, 54; Joint Liability, 235; 
Laches, 34; Marginal Memoranda, 144; Ne- 
gotiability, 345, 362, 380; Notation on Check, 
235: Notice of Defect, 199; Notice of Dis- 
honor, 345; Payment, 163; Pleading, 271; 
Presumption, 345; Public Policy, 398; Pur- 
chase Money, 381; Renewal, 54; Rescission, 
398; Stated Account, 15; Waiver, 398; Want 
of Consideration, 309. 





Bonds—Constitutional Law, 288. 


Bridges—Maintenance, 54; Proximate Cause, 15; 
Speed Regulation, 90; Warranty, 253. 


Brokers—Abandoning Agency, 144; Accounting, 
181; Bad Faith, 90; Breach of Duty, 327; 
Commission, 108, 362; Contract, 253, 381; 
Dissolution of Firm, 288; Evidence, 437; 
Fraud, 108; Marketable Title, 253; Middle- 
man, 181; Negligence, 418; Performance, 345, 
398; Procuring Purchaser, 181, 235, 381; 
Single Agency, 345; Sub-Contract, 72; War- 
ranty, 455. 


Building and Loan Associations—Rate of Inter- 


est, 289; Withdrawals, 235. 


Cancellation of Instruments—Equity, 253; Neg- 
ligence, 199; Vendor's Lien, 91. 


Carriers of Goods—Act of God, 271; Baggage, 
418; Bill of Lading, 35, 217, 381, 398, 455; 
Carmack Amendment, 327, 399; Connecting 
Carrier, 327; Consignment, 362;* Control by 
Shipper, 144; Custody of Law, 381; Delay, 
362; Delivery, 418, 455; Demurrage, 144; 
Discrimination, 345; Estoppel, 163, 345; Evi- 
dence, 144, 399; Ignorance of Law, 309; Ini- 
tial Carrier, 235; Insurer, 271; Limitation 
of Liability, 35; Limitation of Recovery, 181; 
Measure of Damages, 217; Misdelivery, 91; 
Monopoly, 1638; Negligence, 72; Notice of 
Special Damage, 418; Notify. Order, 309; 
Pleading and Practice, 72; Proximate Cause, 
91, 271; Rates, 235; Ratification, 362; Re- 
frigeration, 163; Remedial Law, 399; Repara- 
tion, 235; Seizure by Process, 327; .Side 
Tracks, 235; Shipment, 455; Stating Value, 





15; Switching Cars, 144; Tariffs, 217, 289; 
Terminal Carrier, wa: Transportation 
Charges, 199; 28-Hour Law, 455; Unloading, 
253; Void Condition, 108; Warehouseman 
108; Waybill, 91. ’ 


Carriers of Live Stock—Allegata and Probata, 
289; Burden of Proof, 289; Claim for Dam- 
agés, 181; Damage in Transit, 55; Delay, 
345; Insurer, 399; Limitation in Suit, 15; 
Negligence, 91; Notice, 181; Notice of Claim, 
217; Notice of Shipment, 91; Ordinary Negli- 
gence, 15; Separation of Animals, 289; Spe- 
cial Service, 381; Stock Cars, 145; Stock- 
yards, 253; Twenty-Eight-Hour Law, 345; 
Unloading, 437. : 


Carriers of Passengers—Act Constituting Rela- 
tion, 253; Alighting, 91, 163, 181, 327, 399; 
Anticipating Injury, 127; Assault and In- 
sult, 419; Baggage, 15, 73, 163, 437; Breach 
of Contract, 455; Care of Infant, 55; Com- 
mon Knowledge, 181; Contributory Negli- 


{ gence, 35, 199, 217, 271; Crossing Accidents, 


-35; Defective Appliances, 345; Elevator in 
Building, 271; Employes, 91, 381; Evidence, 
327; Gratuitous Passage, 73; Incompetent 
Employe, 181; Intending Passengers, 35, 91; 
Invitee, 437; Liability for Injury, 199; Li. 
censee, 363; Maximum Rate, 217; Mileage 
Ticket, 163; Misinformation, 381; Negligence 
199, 253; Non-suit, 108; Ordinary Care, 127: 
F'roximate Cause, 91; Redemption of Un- 
used Tickets, 253; Relation of Passenger, 
381, 419; Res Ipsa Loquitur, 15; Riding on 
Footboard, 235; Safe Place to Alight, 455; 
Trespasser, 91, : 


Cemeteries—Right of Burial, 309. 


Champerty and Maintenance—Agreement to 
tad Costs, 15; Alienation, 253; Possession, 
a. 


Charities—Liability for Servant’s Acts, 363; 
Monument, 419; Wills, 73. 


Chattel Mortgages — After-acquired Property, 
253; Attesting Witnesses, 327; Bailment 
455; Bill of Sale, 381; Bona Fide Purchaser, 
345; Constructive Notice, 419; Conversion 
289; Deficiency, 91; Deficiency on Sale, 399: 
Description of Property, 235, 253, 345, 381: 
Estoppel, 327; Fraud, 73; Growing Crops, 
235; Injunction, 145; Irregular Foreclosure 
253; Justice of Peace, 145; Lien, 455; No- 
tice, 199; Promissory Note, 455; Rescission, 
91; Renewal, 327; Replevin, 419; Satisfac- 
tion of Record, 271; Unlawful Ejection, 108; 
Variance, 399. : ‘ 


Commerce—Admissibility of Evidence, 127; Bill 
of Lading, 73; Burden on, 109, 217, 345; 
Carriage of Mail, 15; Constitutional Law, 
73; Criminal Law, 73; Employes, 55, 73, 91, 
163, 235, 253, 289, 327, 399, 419, 437, 455; 
Excise Taxes, 345; Foreign Corporation, 399; 
Franchise Tax, 15, 419; Interstate, 127; In- 
terstate Cars, 437; Interstate Employe, 363; 
Interstate Traffic, 381; Interstate Transac- 
tion, 253, 327, 345, 346, 399; Intoxicating 
Liquors, 109, 235; Meat Inspection, 91; Nat- 
ural Gas, 145; Newspaper Publication, 181; 
Public Service Commission, 127, 217; Pure 
Food and Drugs, 217; Speed Ordinance, 163, 
455; Spur Tracks, 55; Tax, 127; Workmen’s 
Compensation Act, 55, 309; Work on Rail- 
road, 145. 


Common Carriers — Gratuitous Service, 363; 
Rates, 55. 


Compromise and Settlement—Conclusivene 
437; Credits, 399. veallinas 





Connecting Carriers—Hepburn Act, 399. 
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Conspiracy--Bribery, 346; Co-conspirators, 253; Damages—Actual, 55; Anticipation of Injury, 


‘ Evidence, 35, 455; Overt Acts, 235; Tort, 200; Breach of Contract, 419; Breach of Duty, 
181. 309; Computation, 363; Earning Capacity, 


236; Estimation of, 73; Evidence, 16, 164, 
290, 325, 456; Impairment of Sight, 254; In- 


Constitutional Law—Classification, 199; De Facto terference with Work, 182: intervening 
Government, 346; Delegation of Authority, Agency, 218; Lessening Damages, Meas- 
327; Due Process of Law, 55, 109, 145, 181, ure of, 127, 200, 236, 437: Me ontal *auilering. 
217, 327; Elections, 327; Equal Protection, 236, 346; Mitigating, 55, 145, 254; Nominal. 
381; Espionage Act, 109; Executive Depart- 828; Penalty, 55; Pieading and Practice, 35; 
ments, 437; Forfeiture, 235; Freedom of Public Policy, 456; Presumption, 109; Puni- 
Speech, 217; Infancy, 145; Interest in Ques- tive, 16, 289; Special Damages, 289, 328: Vio- 
tion, 91; Judicial Power, 455; Legislative In- lation of Contract, 109. 


tent, 381; Lictnse, 346; Municipal Ordinance, 
271; Obligation of Contract, 419; Police 

Power, 109; Political Department, 346; Prin- | Dead Bodies—Autopsy by Officer, 456 
cipal and Surety, 327; Privileges and Im- 
munities, 399; Public Contracts, 363; Public 














Service Commission, 15; Referendum, 346; Death—Contributory Negligence, 218: Damages, 
Religious Freedom, 91; Rules of Evidence, 16; Evidence, 145; Last Clear Chance, 55; 
109; Sale of Liquors, 309; Selective Draft, Pleading and Practice, 73; Right of Re- 
181; Special Privileges, 309; Statutory Law, covery, 145; Simultaneous, 16; Statute of 
419; Suicide, 363; Sunday Law, 217; Taxa- Limitations, 200. 
tion, 109; Telephone Companies, 437; Writ- 
ten Constitution, 419. 
‘ Dedication—Estoppel, 309: Implied Authority, 
109; Injunction, 419; Intent, 92; Street Plat, 
Contracts—Absolute Promise, 35; Acceptance, 382. 
155; Annulment, 236; Architects, ees Attor- 
ay Tees, 381: 3 s, 236; Bribery, 309 
Sensor ‘of Phe BE mtg 9 TB. peng 145: Deeds—Acknowledgment, 145; Conditional Fee, 
Construction, 35; Entire Contracts, 35; Evi- 363; Condition Subsequent, 272; Considera- 
e dence, 145, 363, 381; Exclusive Rights, 163, tion, 109, 437; Constructive Delivery, 145; 
181; Execution, 218; Executory, 271; Fraud, Description of Land, 382; Equity, 437; Estate 


289, 399; she F Tife, 437; lity, in Land, 363; Exception and Reservation, 
+ aight Pag a tl IE gh on me te 382; Fee Simple Estate, 289, 309; Habendum 
to Perform, 271; Indemnity, 456; Intoxicated Clause, 363; Heirs, 164; Inadequate Consid- 
Party, 271: Lease, 218; Lien for Advances, eration, 146, 254; Incapacity to Contract, 
.328: Modification, 346; Mutuality, 346, 399, 289; Intent, 146, 363; Maps and Plans, 456; 
437; Partnership, 199; Performance, 309; Quitclaim, 92; Recording, 328; Restriction, 
Pleading and Practice, 73; Pledge, 328; Pub- 346; Restriction on Buildings, 127; Sufficiency 
lic Policy, 289, 399; Quantum Meruit, 92; of Writing, 382; Undivided Interest, 127, 
Repairs on Property, 163; Resale, 236; 382; Undue Influence, 127, 218, 236, 309; 
Rescission, 127, 182; Restraint of Trade, 2 Validity Between Parties, 146. 

Solicitation by Agent, 199; Substantial Com: 

pliance, 15; Unilateral Contract, 73; Waiver, 
328. 








Depositions—Objections, 419. 


199. Depositories—Trust Funds, 218. 


Contribution—Consideration, 


Descent and Distribution—Murder of Intestate, 


Conversion—Equity, 35, 399. 309; Personal Liability, 218. 
Disorderly House—Common Bawdy House, 254. 
Corporations—<Acceptanc of Stock, 381; Ac- vi , : ed 
quiescence, 127; pee nt on Stock, 199; Disturbance ‘of Public Assemblage—Evidence, 
Assignment, 35, 199, 346; Bill of Sale, 437; 400. 


92, 199; Burden of Proof, 164; 





Bondholde 





Divorce—Alimony, 35, 73, 382; Appeal and Er- 





3y-laws, 55, 73: Capital Stock, 289; Consid- ‘ 
eration, 164; Contract, 218; Conveyance, 363; ror, 289; Collateral Attack, 419; Contempt, 


Corporate Name, 289; Directors, 309, 456; 73, 218, 236; Cruel Treatment, 109, 309; 
Election of Officers, 381; Employment “of Custody of Child, 254; Decree in Rem, 56; 
Counsel, 92; Estoppel, 92, 109, 145; Evidence Desertion, 16; Endangering Health, 182; 
400; Executed Contract, 126: Expiration of Estoppel, 109; Evidence, 35; Habitual Drunk- 


( ‘hi arter, 289; Foreign Corporations, 55, 145 enness, 309; Jurisdiction, 218; Physical Vio- 
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71,346, 400: Gift, 217: Guaranty, 253, 456; — 328; Soliciting Return, 364; Waiver, 


Tr solvency. 35, 199; Instructions, 55; Inter- 

vention, 73; Lien on Stock, 400; Meetings 

for Elections, 363; Mortgage, 328; Net Prof- 

its, 456; Organization, 328; Presumption, ji ft 

228; Principal and Agent, 289; Promoter, 16, | Dower—Estoppel, 236; Inadequate Considera- 

73, 145, 181; Prospectus, 400; Ratification, tion, 92; Land in Another State, 272; Pre- 

381, 437; Receiver, 35, 363; Sale of Stock, sumption, 346; Seisin, 182. 

127, 346: Sole Stockholder, 363; Special Meet- , 

ing, 199; Stock as Collateral, 145; Stock- Drainage—Plans and Specifications, 92. 

holders, 199, 437, 456; Stockholders’ Liabil- , . 

ity, 35, 346; Tender, 254; Transfer of Stock, | Drussists—Warranty, 182. 

164; Trustee ex Maleficio, 181; Ultra Vires, Easements—Appurtenant, 43 
4 


Domicile—Residence, 419; Transfer Tax, 365. 


; Building, 56; 
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271; Watered Stock, 164, Equity, 218; Footpath, 419; Injunction, 437; 
Irrevocable License, 382; Permissive Use, 
Covenants—Building Restrictions, 127, 182, 456: 236; Prescriptive Use, 290; Prescription, 438; 


Grantee and Successors, 456; Incumbrance, Right of Way, 346, 400. 

55: Injunction, 37; Mutual Mistake, 382; 73 seer” ae 210: : : 
Negative, 456; Quiet Enjoyment, 16; Restric- ect eet bee ae of Parties, 
tions, 272, 437; Void Deed, 419. 7 oo, : ‘ 
Election—Domicile, 182. 


Creditor’s Suit—Attachment, 182. Election of Remedies—Bar, 56; Evidence, 456; 
Honest Mistake, 146. 


Customs and Usages—Evidence, 400; Immemorial | Electricity—Anticipation of Injury, 109; Con- 
Usage, 200; Parol Evidence, 289; Violation tributory Negligence, 182; Demurrer, 218; 
of Policy, 16. Discontinuing Service, 346; Public Service 
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Company, 382; Res Ipsa Loquitur, _73, 92; 
Trespasser, 456; Volunteer, 328; Warning, 


73 


Eminent Domain—Abandonment, 92, 236; Abut- 
ting Owner, 16; Agreement on Compensa- 
tion, 56; Amending Judgment, 127; Benefits 
and Damages, 419; Condemnation Proceed- 
ings, 74; De Facto Officer, 382; Due Process 
of Law, 164; Esthetic Theory, 109; Evidence, 
127, 146; General Appearance, 35; High 
Water Mark, 16; Necessary Property, 218; 
Procedure, 382; Public Use, 254, 272; Right 
of Way, 456: Similar Public Use, 128 Special 
Damages, 16, 182; Spur Track, 290; Statu- 
tory Construction, 110; Taking Property, 
846; Trespass, 438. 


Equitvy—Clean Hands, 400; Demurrer, 364; Es- 
crows, 128: Evidence. 364; Foreign Corpo- 
rations, 128; Fraud, 364; Lien. 438; Laches, 
290; Mistake of Law, 419; Multifariousness, 
290; Tender, 364. 


Estates—Dower, 438. 


Estoppel — Acquiescence, 272; Administrative 
Officers, 35: Change of Decision, 382; Con- 
veyance, 128; Duress. 128; Evidence, 200, 
254, 420: Guaranty, 400: Husband and Wife, 
128; Injunction, 164; Insolvent Corporation, 
328; Plat, 16; Privity, 420: Record of As- 
signment, 254: Shipper of Animal, 438; Un- 
recorded Conveyance, 400 


Exchange of Propertv—False Representation, 
310: Laches, 56; Presumption, 254; Rescis- 
sion, 382. 


Execution—Reversal of Judgment, 92. 


Executors and Administrators— Assets, 400; 
Breach of Contract, 382; Collateral Attack, 
200; Collections, 328; Discretion, 146: Equity, 
56; Injunction, 382: Jurisdiction, 290; Pre- 
sumption, 328; Temporary Administrator, 
164; Will Contest, 164. 


Exemption—Head of Family, 110, 164. 
Explosives—Evidence, 110; Wanton Injury, 420. 
Extradition—Duty of Governor, 36. 
Evidence—Admissibility, 272. 
Factors—Commission, 400. 


False Imprisonment—Arrest, 92, 236; False Ar- 
rest, 310; Malicious Prosecution, 92; Private 
Party Requesting. Arrest. 92; Respondeat 
Superior, 236; Scope of Duty, 164. 

False Pretenses—Expression of Opinion, 272; 
False Representations. 400: False Tokens, 
200; Indictment and Information, 146; Re- 
liance on, 346; Sufficiency of, 290. 


Ferries—Trespass, 16. 
Fish—License, 182. 


Fixtures—Conditional Sale, 218; Machinery, 74, 
310; Mortgages, 420; Removability, 74, 382. 


Food—Action, 420; Imitations, 329:, Inspection, 
110; Intent, 400; Misbranding, 254. 


Forcible Intry and Detainer—Constitutional 
Law, 346. 


Fraud—Confidential Relation, 310; Damages, 
182; Deceit, 420; Expression of Opinion, 
382; Fiduciary Relation, 16; Fraudulent 
Representation, 218; Guilty Knowledge, 164 
Imputable Knowledge, 310; Laches, 329; 
Misrepresentation, 128, 310: Negligence, 438; 
Opinion, 92; Performance, 400; Presumption, 
254; Variance, 420; Willfulnmess, 254. 


Frauds, Statute of—Acceptance, 400; Assump- 
tion of Debt, 364; Contract, 16, 128; Contract 
for Services, 128; Debt of Another, 92, 438; 
Demurrer, 16; Extrinsic Evidence, 272; 
Guaranty, 272; Joint Adventures, 456; Mem- 
orandum, 200; Original Promise, 310; Parol 
Contract. 310; Renewal of Lease, 56; War- 
ranty, 200. 





Fraudulent Conveyances — Antenuptial Agree- 
ment, 290; Badge of Fraud, 36; Bill of Sale, 
346; Bulk Sales Law, 164; Burden of Proof, 
110; Consideration, 128, 438; Conveyance to 
Relative, 74; Creditors, 36; Entireties, 420; 
Fraud, 347; Inadequate Consideration, 110; 
Innocent Purchaser, 16; Insolvency, 347; In- 
tent, 128, 329; Mortgage, 438; Oral Agree- 
ment, 182, 290; Sales in Bulk, 310; Secret 
Trust, 200; Voluntary Conveyance, 56, 272. 


Gaming—Gambling Device, 272, 347, 364; Statu- 
tory Construction, 110, Lig. 

Garnishment—Judgment, 456; Lawful Service, 
56; Pleading and Practice, 92. 


Gas—Deposit by Consumer, 128; Negligence, 420; 
Ordinance, 236; Penalties, 420; Res Ipsa 
Loquitur, 182. 


Gifts—Completion, 74; Evidence, 290, 329; Intent, 
329; Inter Vivos, 182; Joint Bank Account, 
310; Joint Interest, 200; ‘Offer, 310; Presump- 
tion, 93; Promissory Note, 182; Shares of 
Stock, 400; Validity, 36. 


Good Will—Competition, 146. 


Guaranty—Alteration, 272; Assumption of Debt, 
438; Binding Contract, 272; Corporation, 347; 
Delivery, 200; Extension, 438; Failure of 
Consideration, 254; Insurance, 438. 


Guardian and Ward—Conflicting Interests, 400; 
Desire of Parent, 36; Fraud, 400; Notice of 
Trust, 272. 


Habeas Corpus—Appeal and Error, 16, 329; Con- 
scription Act, 456; Contempt, 236; Custody 
of Child, 254, 456; Day in Court, 128; Ex- 
tradition, 272: Jurisdiction, 56, 128: Remedy, 
236; Res Judicata, 218, 236; Selective Draft, 
110. 


Highways—Access to Property, 146; Accident, 
200; Automobile, 110; Change of Road, 456; 


Collision, 456; Dedication, 290; Drainage,’ 


400; Husband and Wife, 128: Injunction, 200; 
Law of Road, 236, 254; Negligence, 254, 290; 
Obstruction, 17, 182, 236, 400; Proximate 
Cause, 364; Reckless Driving, 93; Register- 
ing Automobile, 56. 


Homestead—Abondonment, 438; Absence of Head 
of Family, 272; Claim of Homestead Right, 
74; Collateral Attack, 146; Estoppel, 93; Ex- 
emption, 456; Constitutional Law, 382; Head 
of Family, 146; Husband and Wife, 146, 164; 
Impressed Trust, 110; Joinder in Suit, 146; 
Joinder of Wife, 56; Mutual Wills, 438. 


Homicide—Violation of Ordinance, 164. 


Husband and Wife—Adverse Possession, 74: 
Alienation of Affections, 74, 347; Antenuptial 
Contract, 347; Assault, 218; Community 
Property, 17, 56, 110, 457; Contract by Wife, 
17; Conveyance, 17; Divorce, 128; Eminent 
Domain, 56; Entirety, 382; Head of Family, 
457; Indemnity, 420; Inheritance, 347;-Joint 
Accounts. 382: Landlord's Lien, 310: Plead- 
ing and Practice, 110; Presumption, 290, 310; 
Separate Maintenance, 36; Separate Prop- 
erty, 237; Tenancy in Common, 128. 


Indictment and Information—Demurrer, 364; 
Disputative “And,” 310; Evidence, 110; In- 
toxicating Liquors, 420; Presumption, 17; 
Synonymous Terms, 329 


Infants—Compos Mentis, 17; Contracts, 457. 


Injunction—Contempt, 364; Covenant, 128; Dam- 
ages, 310; Ejectment. 237; Equity, 347. 420; 
Exclusive Rights, 200; Expulsion of Pupil, 
310; Forfeiture, 93; Installment Payments, 
290; Interference with Employes, 110; Labor 
Union, 310; Laches, 272: Mandatory, 110; 
Negative Covenant, 383; Prejudice, 347; Pre- 
mature Insurance, 237; Quo Warranto, 254; 
Sureties on Bond, 383; Union Labor, 110. 


Innkeepers—Invitee, 17; Loss by Guest, 272; 
Negligence, 364; Rules and Regulations, 
164. 
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Insane Persons—Attorney and Client, 383; Con- 439; Termination of Tenancy, 457; Trade 

veyance, 17; Next of Kin, 200; Notice, 438; Fixtures, 74; Waiver, 129, 165. 

Pauper, 146; Tender, 347. : 

Larceny—Asportation, 457; Bailee, 74; Intent, 

Insurance—Acceptance of Risk, 290; Accident, bo. 

93, 110, 237, 290, 310, 438, 457; Actual Loss, . F 

290; Amendment to By-laws, 200; Applica- Libel and Slander—Candidate for Office, 147: 


tion, 200, 201, 457; Appraisement, 237; As- 
sessments, 420; Bad Faith, 74; Beneficiary, 
420, 457; Benefit Society, 74, 237; Breach of 
Condition, 128; Breach of Warranty, 74; Bur- 
den of Proof, 218, 329; Burglary, 56, 237, 273, 
420, 438; By-laws, 56, 93; Cancellation, 182, 
290; Changing Beneficiary, 17, 36; Classifica- 
tion, 272, 401; Collateral Security, 438; Con- 
current Insurance, 17; Constitution and By- 
laws, 110; Construction of Policy, 146; 
Continuing Representation, 383; Contract, 
273: Contribution to Injury, 290; Cus- 
tom, 457; Damages, 182; Depreciate d 
Value, 17; Description of Property, 17; Di- 
rect Loss, 457; Estoppel, 110, 146, 182, 255, 


383; Execution of Contract, i64; Executory 
Contract, 438; Expiration, 310; Explosion 
383; Evidence, 36, 129; Evidence sAliunde, 


237 


182: False Representation, 237, 255; Fatal 
Disability, 129; Fidelity of ‘Employes, 146; 
Fidelity Bond, 182; Fidelity Contract, 255; 
Foreign Corporations, 36, 420; Forfeiture, 
218; Fraternal Society, 17, 74, 420; Fraud, 
237: Ignorance of Law, 36; Incontestability, 
420: Indemnity Policy, 56, 74, 129, 329, 347; 
Insolvency, 883: Insurable Interest, 56, 347, 
364: Intentional Injury, 311; Intentional 
Killing, 93; Interpleader, 74; Iron Safe 
Clause, 183, 329, 438; Liability Policy, 36; 
Material Representations, 146; Malpractice, 
420: Medical Services, 401: Notice of Loss, 
183, 201, 311, 457; Open Policy, 421; Oral 
Contract, 311; Payment of Premium, 110; 
Permanent Loss, 56; Place of Contract, 364; 
Pledge, 36: Preliminary Expenses, 290; 
Proofs of Death, 237; Proofs of bees. 383; 
Public Policy, 457: Receivership, 110; Re- 
covery, 164; Reinsurance, 74; Relief Asso- 
ciation, 364; Renewal of Policy, 273: Re- 
striction on Liability. 491; Salary of Agent, 
17: Sick Benefit. 36 Special Agent, 129. 183; 
Statutory Construction. 329; Subordinate 
Lodge, 290: Subrogation. 273: Suicide, 218: 
438. 457; ———, 129; Suspension of 
Policy. 237: Theft, 255: Total Disability. 183, 
291, 421; Unearned Premium. 255; Vested 
Interest, 311; Violation of Law. 5 'f 
110, 147, 183, 218. 237. 273, 421, 
ranty in Application, 275. 





Interest—Computation, 383; Partial 
2 57 


218; Partnership Accounting, 5 


Payment, 


Internal Revenue—Alimony, 36; Stock Dividend, 
183. 


International Law—De Facto Government, 347; 
Recognition, 347. 


Intoxicating Liquors—Bone Dry Law, 401; Bur- 
den of Proof, 93; Criminal Law, 111, 164: 


Illegal Sale, 17; Indictment and Informa- 
tion, 74, 273; Intent, 129; Interstate Trans- 
action, 421: Instructions, 201; Jurisdiction, 


237; License, 347; Local Option, 36, 219; 
Police Power, 237; Prohibition District. 401: 
Residence District, 421; Statutory Construc- 
tion, 74; Taxation, 438; Transportation, 457. 


Joint Adventures—Abandonment, 93; 
ing, 165; Contribution, 457; 
438. 


Account- 
Termination, 


Judgment—Counterclaim, 439; 
ment, 36. 


Foreign Judg- 


Landlord and Tenant—Abandonment, 364: Can- 
eellation of Lease, 273; Common Courts, 401; 
Constructive Evidence, 183; Damages, 183, 
457; Estoppel, 36, 57, 93, 147, 201; Eviction, 
183," 255: Evidence, 219; Harvesting Ice, 93: 
Hoiding Over, 147; Implied Invitation, 291: 
Improvements, 401; Invitee, 17: Lease, 129, 
183, 273; Negligence, 439: Option to Renew 
36; Oral Agreement, 93; Permissive Use. 237: 
Priority, 364; Property Leased. 57: Recoun- 
ment, 237: Renewal, 147; Repairs, 129: 
Respondeat Superior, 74; Seed Sown on 
Land, 311; Sublease, 329: Terms of Years, 





Charging Crime, 17; Constitutional 
401; Epithets, 147; Evidence, 219; Exposure 
to Public Hatred, 237; Importing Felony, 
329; Injury to Business, 165, 201; Injurious 
Publication, 383; Innuendo, 2! Instruc- 
tions, 93, 165, 291; Libel Per Se, 17, 57, 111, 
147, 439 Malice, 183; Misconduct in Office, 
75; Mitigation, 57; Pleading, 219; Posting 
as Libelous, 347; Privileged Communication, 
57, 93; Slander Per Se, .219; Special Dam- 
ages, 439; Words Imparting Crime, 201. 


Law, 





Licenses—Delegation of Power, 255: Classifica- 
tion, 255; Constitutional Law, 75; Monopoly. 
347; Notice, 75; Occupation Tax, 421; Occu- 
pations, 421; Regulation, 421; Taxation, 439; 
‘crading Stamps, 36; Uniform Taxation, 347. 


Liens—Priority, 349. 


Life Estates—Receivership, 129; 


man, 383; Rentals, 383. 


Remainder- 


Limitation of Actions—Federal Employers 
bility Act, 364. 


Lia- 


Literary Property—Addressee of Letter, 75; In- 
terpolations, 291; Unfair Competition, 347. 


Livery Stable and Garage Keepers—Damages, 
188, 311; Garage Defined, 255; Mechanics 
Lien, 57; Principal and gent, 219. 

Lien, 75 


Logs and Logging—Common Law 


Lost Instruments—Notice, 273. 
Malicious Mischief—Criminal Law, 383. 


Malicious Prosecution--Advice of Counsel, 57; 
Preliminary Hearing, 201; Probable Cause, 
291. 421; Evidence, 237. 


Mandamus—Appeal and Error, 111; Appropriate 
Remedy, 93; Ballot’ by Soldier, 183; Bank- 
ing Commissioner 17; Discretion, 219%; 
Drainage, 401; Election Inspectors, 255; 
Franchise Duties, 165; Inspection of Rec- 
ords, 165; Laches, 111; Pleading, 421; Prose- 
cution in Forma Pauperis, 201; Quo War- 
ranto, 36; Remedy, 57; Removal of Obstruc- 
tion, 75; Review, 347; Right to Issue, 93; 
Statutory Construction, 37. 





Marriage—Deceit, 273; 
Power, 401. 





4; Police 


Co 
oa 


Evidence, ¢& 


Master and Servant—Accident, 75, 129, 201, 291, 
364; Admissions, 111; Agency, ; “Arising 
Out of Employment,” 17; Assumption of 

Risk. 37, 129, 273, 291, 311, 383, 457;' Burden 
of Proof, 75, 129; Casual Employment, 93, 
311, 439, 457; Child Labor Act, 421; Com- 
ees 93; Compensation, 365; C ontracts, 57; 

Contributory Negligence, 129, 347, 439: 
Course of Business, 111, 421; Course of E m- 

ployment, 17, 37, 57, 129, 147, 165, 237 

Course of Employment, 291, 329, 347, 

439, 457; Defective Appliances, "365: 

pendency, 129, 165, 365: Direction of Verdict, 

273: Disc harge of Employe, 57, 34 Emer- 

gency, 165; Employe, 147; Employer De- 

fined, 237; Employment, 201, 219; Employers 

Liability Act, 57, 219, 347, 365, 383, 457; 

Evidence, 93, 111, 165, 201; Experienced Ser- 

vant, 201; Expression of Opinion, 311; Fellow 

Servant, 17, 93, 165; Fortuitous Death, 457; 

Friendly Aliens, 365: Hazardous Employ- 

ment, 57, 93, 165, 255, 311, 348, 365, 401: 

Hours of Service. 93, 129; Implied Agree- 

ment, 201; Imputed "Knowledge, 111; Im- 

Independent. Con- 








putable Negligence, 291; 
tractor, 75, 237, 255, 311, 401, 421, 439; 
Infancy, 201; Injury by Third Person, 237; 
Insanity, $29; Inspection, 348: Instructions. 
219: Insurance Fund, 201; Interstate Com- 
merce, 57; Interstate Employment, 329; In- 
toxication, 311; Invitee, 348; Involuntary 
Servant, 183; Joinder as Defendants, 37; 
Jury Question, 75; Limitation of Actions, 
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57; Look and Listen, 312: Measure of Dam- 
ages, 201; Minimum Wage, 312; Negligence, 
17, 98, 401, 421; Notice, 165; Obvious Danger, 
147; Ordinary Care, 383; Parent and Child, 
401; Partial Loss, 329, 348; Permanent Loss, 
365; Pleading and Practice, 237, 421; Pre- 

«+ Sumption of Agency, 273; Prima Facie Neg- 
ligence, 401; Protection of Employes, 383: 
Proximate Cause, 165, 291, 401; Public Offi- 
cer, 75; Quantum Meruit, 312; Relief Asso- 
ciation, 401; Renewal of Kmpioyment, 18; 
Res Ipsa Loquitur, 37, 57, 237, 383: Re- 
spondeat Superior, 37, 57, 58, 75, 201, 291, 
3829, 365, 383: Respondeat Superior, 401, 421, 
439, 457; Safety Appliance, 37, 38; Safe 
Place to Work. 129, 147, 183, ; 401, 
121; Scope of Employment, 165, 312; 
Simple Tool, 18, 291; Statutory Construction, 
58, 385; Suitable Appliances, 165; Unsafe 
Appliance, 273; Venue, 255; Volunteer, 75, 
329, 365; War Conditions, 255: Warning, 37, 
147, 183, 273, 329; Workmen's Compensation 
Act, 18, 37, 58. 75, 93, 111, 129, 130, 147, 165, 
183, 201, 238, 291, 312, 329, 365, 401, 421, 439, 
457, 458: Wrongful Discharge, 111, 219. 








Liens—Contract, 255: 
Destruction of Building, 147: 
Petition, 329; Materialman, 273; Statutory 
Authority, 238; Statutory Compliance, 255. 


Default, 383: 
Intervening 


Mechanics’ 





Mines and Minerals—Cancellation, 439; Coal in 
Place, 183; Contract, 219; Forfeiture, 458; 
Interest in Land, 311; Lease, 18, 37; Mineral 
Land, 255; Option, 291; Quiet Enjoyment, 75; 
Waiver, 201 


Monopolies—Abstract Business, 458; Board of 
Trade, 348; Exclusive Rights, 201. 


Mortgazes—Advertisement of Sale, 75; Assump- 
tion of Debt, 311; Consideration, 348; Cut- 
ting Timber, 459; Estoppel, 348; Evidence, 

Future Advances, 








273° Foreclosure, 401, 421; 

165; Improvements, 47; Junior Mortgage 
238; Mechanics’ Liens, 384; Multiplicity of 
Suits, 365; Parties to Action, 255; Payment, 
238; Priority, 75; Recitals, 439; Record Title, 
18; Redemption, 18, 75; Relation Back, 94; 
Substituted Trustee, 402; Surrender Clause, 
365. 


Municipal Corporations—Abutting Owner, 18, 
29., 31 402; Appointment to Office, 37; As- 
sessme nt, 75; Authority of Officer, 75; Auto- 
mobile, 238; Barriers in Streets, 94; Bonded 
Indebtedness, 76; Bond of Officer, 384; Build- 
ing Regulations, 111, 311; City Park, 402; 
Civil Service Law, 421; Collision, 111; Con- 
stitutional Law, 94, 458; Contract, 457; Con- 
tributory Negligence, 37, .76, 201, 219, 273, 
384, 402, 422, 439; Culpable Negligence, 147; 
De Facto Officer, 330; Discretion, 130; Dis- 
criminating Ordinance, 201; Drainage, 311; 
Due Care, 348; Electric Lighting Plant, 311; 
Emergency, 183; Estoppel, 255; Evidence, 
111, 255, 365; Excessive Speed, 311; Exten- 
sion of Boundaries, 365; Franchise, 256; 
Governmental Powers, 291, 384, 402; Imp uta- 
ble Negligence, 348; Indépendent Contrac- 
tor, 384; Instructions, 87, 422; Intoxication, 
130; Joy Riding, 256; Last Clear Chance. 
273; Licensee, 130; Nuisance, 130; License 
for Jitney, 291; Materialman’s Lien, 147; 
Motor Vehicles, 422; Negligence, 37, 76, 111. 
166, 291, 311, 402, 458; Non-user, 402; 
Nuisance, 58, 76, 111, 311; Ordinance, 18, 37, 
58, 111, 166, 330; Ordinary Care, 311; 
ing Contract, 94; Plats, 94; Pollution of 
Water, 256: Proximate Cause, 58, 111, 147; 
Public Highway, 422: Public Officer, 311; 
Public Use, 76, 348; Punitive Damages, 147; 
Registration of Motor Vehicles, 130; Repair 
of Streets, 58: Res Gestae,. 18; Resulting 
Damage, 422; Right of Way, 273: Sidewalks, 
130: Special Assessment, 111; Speed Regula- 
tions, 94, 147; Statutory Construction, 94; 
Street Assessment, 94, 147, 348; Street Grad- 
ing, 130; Street Obstructions, 201, 348; 
Streets and Highways. 238; Streets and Side- 
walks, 202; Traffic Ordinance, 147, 402; Trees 
Bordering "Sewer, 147; Unguarded Sidew alk, 
265: Vacating Alley, 58; Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Act, 458. 


Names—Change of, 76; Idem Sonans, 94; Pre- 
sumption, 422; Variance, 0. 





Navigable Waters—Interstate Boundary, 348; 
‘Land Under Water, 273; Marshes, 18; Soil 
in, 37; Submerged Land, 330. 


Negligence—Accident, 18: Anticipating Injury, 
94; Attractive Lures, 439; Burden of Proof, 
202; Common Agency, 312; Dangerous Posi- 
tion, 365; Duty of Master, 166; Employers’ 
Liability Act, 183; Evidence, 238; Gratuitous 


Service, 365, 458; Implied Invitation, 76; Im- 





putability, 18, 37; Intervening Cause, 365; 
Invitee, 166, 365; Jury, 402: Licensee, 166, 
402; Mitigating Damages, 166; Notice of 


Death, 348; 
22; Rescue, 219: 


Defect . 58; Presumption of 
» “6 
Statutory Construc- 


Pr oximate Cause, py 
{ aL oquitur, 36 
he 147. 


Nuisance —Injunction, 111; Similar Business, 
256. 
Parent and Child—Automobile, 402; Custody, 


111; Custody of Estate, 166; 
330; Failure to Provide, 330; 
Contract, 166; Necessaries, 112; 
daughter, 439. 


Emancipation, 
Irrevocable 
Step- 


‘ Parties—Joinder of, 94; Joint Duty, 202. 
Partition—Action for, 130. 
Partnership—Accounting, 58; Contract, 184; Non- 

trading Firm, 37; Profits, 219; Ratification, 
219; Successorship, 219. 


Implied Warranty, 402; 
Voluntary, 291. 


Payment—Duress, 112; 
Presumption, 384; 


Perjury—Good Faith, 37. 
Perpetuities—Rule Against, 202, 274. 


nd Surgeons—Ageravation of In- 


Physicians 
igence, 384; Practicing Medi- 


jury, 11: 
cine, 18 


y 
e 
n 


Pleading and Practice—Power of Attorney, 76. 


Pledges—Bona Fide Purchaser, 458; Commercial 
Paper, 27 General Title, 112. 


Principal Agent—Architect, 58; Attorney and 
Client, 238, 422; Breach of Contract, 58; 
Change of Employment, 384; Counterclaim, 
18; Evidence, 130, 365, 440, 458; Imputability, 
274, 330; Master and Servant, 76; Misrepre- 
sentation, 291: Mutual Mistake, 184; Notice, 

166, 348; Novation, 292: Power of Attorney, 

38: : Proof of Agency, 130; Ratification, 184; 

ope of Agency, 112, 130, 202, 274, 348 

Sub- agents, 37; Traveling Salesman, 422. 


nn 





Principal and Surety—Accommodation, 312; Bond 
on Condition, 440: Extension of Time, 458; 
Release, 292; Signatures, 94. 


Process—Usual Place of Abode, 94. 
Public Lands—Mortgage, 458. 
Public Service Commission—Rates, 312. 


Railroads—Acceptance of Charter, 256; Closing 
Street, 422; Consolidation, 184; sneer | 
Negligence, 37, 202, 292, 365; Crossing, 13 
166, 366, 422; Crossing Accident, 184, 319° 
366; Discovered Peril, 274; Evidence, 149, 
274; Guarding Crossing, 366; Injunction, 27 
292; Interstate Train, 440; Last Clear 
Chance, 112, 330; Licensees, 94, 274, 402; 
Look and Listen, 18, 0, 366, 422; Me- 
chanics’ Lien, 112; Raaieasun. 274; Nui- 
sance, 330; Obstructing View, 312; Ordinary 
Care, 274, 366; Proximate Cause, 238, 256, 

Public Policy, 312; Right of Way, 

112, 202; Setting Out Fire, 440; Spur Tracks, 

219; Stoppage of Trains, 348; Switching Op- 

eration, 166 Trespasser, 202, 2388: Wanton 

Destruction, $ 





Receivers—Appointment of, 94, 274: ‘Attorney at 
Law, 184: Auditine Aceounts, 422; Landlord 
and Tenant, 440; Priority, 366. 

Receiving Stolen Goods—Guilty Knowledge, 256. 


Reference—Prima Facie Evidence, 312. 
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Reformation of Instruments — Accommodation 
Note, 348; Evidence, 312; Laches, 18; Obvious 
Mistake, 184. 


Release—Avoidance of, 458; Consideration, 292; 
Construction of, 38, 256, 274; Fraud, 274; 
Inadequate Consideration, 348; Joint Tort- 
feasor, 202; Misrepresentation, 256. 


Religious Societies—Trust Impressed, 38. 


of Citizenship, 
Separable Con- 


Removal of Causes—Diversity 
256; Filing Petition, 148, 166; 
troversy, 366. 


Replevin—Tender, 112. 
Robbery—Variance, 112. 


Sales—Acceptance, 38; Breach of Contract, 184, 
219, 274, 348, 366, 402; Breach of Warranty, 
166, 312; Completion of Sale, 330; Considera- 
tion, 202; Consummation, 76: Contract, 38, 
274, 292, 449; Counterclaim, 112; Counter- 
manding Order, 384; Damages, 220, 440; De- 
livery, 148; Description of Property, 256, 
422; Duty of Acceptance, 112; Evidence, 184, 
274; Express Warranty, 112, 402; Failure of 
Consideration, 58; False Representations, 
292; Fictitious Purchaser, 348; Fixtures, 38; 
Fraud, 18, 402; Fraudulent Statement, 130; 
Future Shipment, 366; Gift, 292: Guaranty, 


18; Identifying Property, 184; Ilegality, 
402; Implied Warranty, 440: Instructions, 
166, 202; Manufactured Goods, 76; Meeting 


of Minds. 112; Minimizing Loss, 202: Mu- 
tuality. 422; Notice of Delivery, 220; Notify 
Bill of Lading. 18: Passing Title. 220; 
Perishable Goods, 148: Redelivery. 292; Re- 
moval After Rejection. 38: Rescission, 38, 
202; Peservation of Title. 38, 148: Specula- 
tive Contract, 18; Speculative Damages. 184; 
Stipulations, 166; Tender, 440; Time of Es- 
sence. 220; Transfer of Title, 440; Undis- 
closed Principal, 220; Variance. 402: Vendor 
and Prrchaser, 220; Waiver, 76; Warranty, 
220, 256, 440. 





Set-off and Counter Claim—Money 
ceived, 94. 


Had and Re- 


Sheriffs and Constables—Exemptions, 312 
sonal Liability, 440. 


; Per- 


Shipping—Breach of Warranty, 402. 

Specific Performance—Contract for Will, 130, 
292; Enforceability, 458; Equitv, 112; Evi- 
dence, 38. 422: Fraudulent Intent, 312; 
Ground of Recovery, 148; Honest Mistake, 
56; Husband and Wife, 292; Mutuality, 384: 
Non-suit, 220; Oral Contract, 220: Sale, 440: 
a, of Chattels, 458; Unsigned Memoranda 


Statutes—Alterations of, 220; Ambiguities, 256. 


Stipulation—Breach of, 384. 


Street Railroads—Acquiescence, 384: Collision, 
220; Contributory Negligence, 130, 366, 440, 
458; Crossing Accident, 18; Estoppel, 38; 
Evidence, 202, 274; Franchise Duty, 166; 


Last Clear Chance, 38, 148: Look and Lis- 
ten, 184: Negligence, 18, 238, 384; Right of 
Way, 330 


Subrogation—Foreclosure, 
458; Right to, 148; 


440; Mistake of Fact, 
Suerty to Contractor, 202. 


Sunday—Contract, 130; Moving Picture Show, 
166; Profit on Amusement, 220; Ratification, 
202; Statutory Construction, 148; Transac- 


tions on, 256; Unlawful Sales, 76. 


Surety Company—Estoppel, 330. 

Taxation—Burden of Proof, 220: Excise Taxes, 
348; Inheritance Tax, 312: Lien, 312; Non- 
resident, 38; Tax Sale, 220. 


Telegr aphs and Telephones—Change in Service, 


256; Contracts, 440: Contributory Negli- 
ge nee, 166; Delay, 112, 292: Delivery of Mes- 
sage, 238: Elevation of Wires, 148; Evidence, 


440; Facilities, 220; 
bility. 


Instructions, 148; Lia- 
148; Limitation of Liability. 148: Mis- 


take in Transmission, 366; Minimizing Loss, 





202; Notification to Sender, 184; Ordinary 
Care, 94; Punitive Damages, 220; Rates, 112, 
366; Refusal to Pay Charges, 220; Sender 
and Sendee, 292; Taxation, 148; Undisclosed 
Principal, 166; Unrepeated Message, 238. 


Tenancy in Common—Reasonable Time, 292.. 
Tender—Place of, 184. 


wate and Shows—Administrative Tribunal, 


aay” aitmatepeieti 238; Holiday, 312; Sunday, 
440. 


Trade Unions—Right to Form, 112. 
Trespass—Honest Mistake, 76. 


Trover and Conversion—Bond in Replevin, 58; 
Damages, 58; Evidence, 202, 238; Pleading, 
220; Right of Action, 148; True Owner, 58. 


Trusts—Cwnfidential Relation, 292; Direction by 
Trustor. 148; Evidence, 166, 274, 330, 402: Ex- 
press Trust, 18; Extraordinary Dividend, 
274; Implied Trust, 384; Joint Judgment, 
292; Laches, 184, 366; Notice, 184; Parol 
Evidence, 184; Party in Interest, 76; Per- 
petuities, 366; Power of Appointment, 422; 
Resulting Trust, 166, 384; Reversion, 220; 
Settlor, 220; Tenancy by Entireties, 220; 
Termination, 38. . 


Vendor and Purchaser—Abandonment of Con- 
tract, 374; Defense, 94; Deficiency, 274, 
Estoppel, 130; Evidence, 18, 202, 256; Ex- 
change, 76; Executory Contract, 18, 220; 
False Representation, 202; Fraud, 366: Front 
Foot, 256; Husband and Wife, 292; Implied 
Agreement, 330; Installments, 220; Market- 
able Title, 256; Notice of Lien, 184: Option, 
422, Parol Agreement, 76; Parol Gift, 292; 
Promoter, 330; Rescission, 112, 148, 256. 292; 


Reservation in Deed, 112; Tender of Deed, 
238; Vendor’s Lien, 292. 
War—Alien, 18, 38; Espionage Act, 112, 440; 


Trading with Enemy, 366. 
Warehouseman—Burden of Proof, 58. 


Waters and Water Courses—Abandonment, 130; 
Agency, 366; Ambiguity in Decree, 76; Ap- 
propriation, 402; Diversion, 112: Enforcing 
Rates, 366; Franchise, 238; Liability for In- 
jury, 202; Mandatory Injunction, 148: Op- 
tion, 130: Pollution,. 238; Private Water 
Rights, 330; Public Service Company,. 348; 
Rates, 330: Reasonable Detention, 458: Ri- 
parian Rights, 38, 148, 422; Surface Water, 
76; Wrongful Diversion, 38, 312. 


Weapons—Unlawful Carrying, 292. 


Wills—Ademption, 38; Adopted Child, 312; An- 
nulment, 366: Attestation, 402; Bequest, 422; 
Burden of Proof, 38; Capacity, 274; Chil- 
dren, 366; Child en ventre sa mere, 292; 
Codicil, 238; Construction, 58, 148, 166, 274, 
330, 366; Contest, 38, 384; Contract, 38, 76; 
Corpus and Income, 292; Defeasible Fee, 94; 
Description of Property, 440; Devise, 94, 220, 
458; Domicile, 330: Estate Tail, 38: Evi- 
dence, 202; Expert Testimony, 184: Extrinsic 
Documents, 256; Forfeiture of Rights, 202; 
Guardian, 112: Homestead, 94; Insanity, 312; 
Intent, 38, 130; Issue, 766 Jurisdiction, 220; 
Legatees, 440: Life Metate. 38, 130, 458: 
Lunacy, 384; Mutual Wills, 58: Pleading and 
Practice, 76; Postponed Enjoyment, 202, 256: 
Power of Appointment, 312: Presumption of 
Insanity, 76: Remainder. 366: Res Judicata, 
330; Residuary Estate, 58. 148; Revocation, 
166; Spendthrift Trust, 384; Statutory Con- 
struction, 284: Testamentary Capacity, 148, 
284: Testamentary Character, 254; Trust, 94; 
Undue Influence. 166; Unincorporated Asso- 
eiation, 1230: Voluntarwv Transfer, 238; Wife's 
Estate, 130; Words for Limitation, 458. 


Witnesses—Wife, 366. 
Work and Labor—Substantial Performance, 58. 


Workmen's Compensation Act—Casual Employe, 
384. 














XUM 





A list composed of subscribers to the CENTRAL LAW JOURNAL, 
recommended by us to subscribers for use in the interchange of legal business. 


CENTRAL LAW JOURNAL 


INTERNATIONAL LAW LIST 





in good 


standing, and 
We advise that 


terms and fees for service be arranged by correspondence, as bar association rules in different 


localities make it impossible to publish a uniform scale of fees. 


Kindly mention the CENTRAL 


LAW JOURNAL when corresponding with attorneys whose names appear in this list. 


ALABAMA, 


ALBANY. 
G. O. Chenault. 


ATHENS. 


W. R. Walker. 


BESSEMER. 
G. H. Bumgardner. 


BIRMINGHAM. 

B. M. Allen. 

W. H. Anderson. 

Lyon Bradley. 

Chamblee & Cham- 
blee. 

Leader & Ewing. 

J. M. Jerrell. Jr. 

Ivey F. Lewis. 

L. C. Leadbetter. 

Cc. L. McLendon 

John Hearst Miller. 

Nathan L. Miller. 

Hugh Morrow. 

Erle Pettus. 

Tillman, Bradley & 
Morrow. 

Sterling A. Wood. 


DADEVILLE. 
D. W. Crawford. 


DECATUR. 
Geo. A. Nelson. 


GADSDEN. 
P. E. Culli, 


HUNTSVILLE. 
Jos. W. Hill. 


MOBILE. 
Wm. H. Armbrecht. 
Chas. W. Tompkins. 


MONTGOMERY. 
W. M. Blakey. 


MONTGOMERY. 

. Chas. R. 

Steiner, Crum & 
Weil. 

Ray Rushton. 

L. A. Sanderson, 
| Ball & Sanford. 
Hon. Wm. H. 
| Thomas. 

John R. Tyson. 


OPELIKA, 
N. D. Denson. 


| TUSKEGEE. 
Wm. Varner. 


| 
| TUSCUMBIA. 
| J. T. Kirk. 


ALASKA, 


CORDOVA 


Edward F. Medley, 


| JUNEAU. 
7. R. Cheney. 


Royal A. Gunnison. 


VALDEZ. 
E. R. Ritchie. 


ARIZONA. 


BISBEE. 
Edw. J. Flanigan. 


CASA GRANDE. 
A. A. Jayne. 





FLA IRENCE. 


E. P. Patterson. 


GLOBE. 


| Gus. H. Wende, 


HOLBROOK. 


Clarence L. Jordan. 
KINGMAN. 

Cc. W. Herndon. 
NOGALES. 


Frank J. Duffy. 


OATMAN. 


Hon. Paul C. Thorne. 


PHOENIX. 
J. L. B. Alexander. 
Ray A. Hall 
Paul Ronan 
B. E. Marks. 
G. P. Nevitt. 


Ingles. 


PRESCOTT. 
E. S. Clark. 


TOMBSTONE. 
W. G. Gilmore. 


TUCSON. 


J. D. Mackay. 


ARKANSAS, 


BALD KNOB. 
Cul L. Pearce 


BATESVILLE. 
John B. McCaleb. 
Floyd E. Stein. 


BLYTHEVILLE. 
R. A. Nelson. 


CAMDEN. 
Powell & Taylor, 


FORREST CITY. 
S. H. Mann. 


FORT SMITH. 
W M. Cravens 
Jas. B. McDonough. 
Ira D. Oglesby. 
Thos. B. Pryor. 


EL DORADO. 
W. C. Medley. 


HOT SPRINGS 
J. P. Henderson. 


JONESBORO. 
Basil Baker. 


LITTLE ROCK. 
Ashley Cockrill. 
H. T. Harrison. 
Troy W. Lewis. 
Henry E. Farabee. 
Tom M. Mehaffy. 
M. J. Manning. 

D. D. Terry. 
Kinsworthy & 
Henderson. 


‘AGNOLIA. 
A. D. Pope. 


MENA. 
L. N. Burnett. 


MORRILLTON. 
John F. Sellers. 


IDA 


MT. ‘ 
Mac W. Martin. 


MOUNTAIN HOME. 


Joe George, 


NEWPORT. 
John .W. Stayton. 
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PINE BLUFF. 
W. F. Coleman. 
Taylor & Jones. 


RUSSELLVILLE, 
J. T. Bullock. 


SEARCY. 
Avery M. Blount. 


TEXARKANA. 
Thaddeus B. Vance. 


weeesost. 
. H. Etter. 


CALITORNIA. 


BAKERSFIELD. 
E. J. Emmons. 


BERKELEY. 


Herbert W. Clark. 


EL CENTRO. 
Jos. F. Segittohr. 


FRESNO. 
F. H. Short. 


ASS VALLEY. 
Hennessy & Peter- 
son, 


- ISTER. 
H. Moore. 


LONG BEACH. 
McCaughan & 
McCaughan. 


LOS ANGELES. 

Hon. Jesse Arthur. 

Bicksler, Smith & 
Parke. 

S. L. Carpenter. 

Wm. Thomas Helms. 

Harvey D. Cheney. 

Fredericks & 
Hanna. 

Gibson, Trask, Dunn 
& Crutcher. 

A. W. Hutton. 

Thomas C. Job. 

Irving C. Louis. 

E. E. Milliken. 

John W. Mitchell. 

E. C. Pyle. 

Paran F. Rice. 


NAPA. 
John T. York. 


OAKLAND. 
Carl H. Abbott. 
Chas. A, Beardsley. 
Harmon Bell. 
R. M. Fitzgerald. 


PASADENA. 
J. M. Kerr. 


PETALUMA. 
W. H. Early. 








PLACERVILLE. 
Geo. H. Thompson. 


oe 
W. A. Garrett. 


RIVERSIDE. 
Cc. L. McFarland. 
+ Purington & 


JILLE. 
Gibson. 


ROSEV 
J. B. 


ee 
S. Butler. 
beviin & Devlin. 


SAN DIBGO. 
Eugene Daney, 
J. C. Harper. 
F. W. Stearns. 


SAN FRANCISCO. 
F. P. Deering. 


Edward C. Harrison. 
Knight & Heggerty. 


Lent & Humphrey. 
G. W. McEnerney. 
W. ©. Metzger. 
F. W. Sawyer. 
Grant H. Smith. 
U. S. Webb. 


SANTA ANA. 
Horatio J. Forgy. 


SANTA MARIA. 
F. J. Feeney. 


TULARE. 
Cc. L. Russell. 


TURLOCK. 
R. R. Fowler. 


WILLOWS 
Frank Freeman. 


COLORADO. 


ALAMOSA. 
John T. Adams. 


BRECKINRIDGE. 
Carl A, Kaiser. 


CENTRAL CITY. 
Fred S. Caldwell. 
Chase Withrow. 


COLORADO SPRINGS. 


James A. Orr. 


CRAIG. 
Geo. A. Pughe. 


DEL NORTE. 


Jesse C. Wiley. 


DENVER. 
Paul M. Clark. 
H. W. Danforth. 
Henry A. Dubbs. 


Adair. 





DENVER. 
Hon. James E, Gar- 
rigues. 
Horace N. Hawkins. 
Philip Hornbein. 
Gerald Hughes. 
Frederick T. 
Henry. 
Hon. Robt. E. Lewis. 
Henry McAllister, Jr, 
Thos. J. O'Donnell. 
Morris & Grant. 
R. D. Rees. 
Howard S. Robert- 
son. 
Barnwell S. Stuart. 
Gilbert A. Walker. 


DURANGO, 
McCloskey & Moody. 


FT. COLLINS. 
R. W. Fleming. 
Fred W. Stow. 


GRAND JUNCTION. 
S. M. Logan. 
Guy V. Sternberg. 


GREELEY. 
F. J. Green. 
Wm. H. Thompson. 
Charles D. Todd. 


IDAHO SPRINGS. 
F. L. Collom. 
Fred P. Starke. 


JULESBURG. 
Roy T. Johnson. 


ear JUNTA, 
A. B. Wallis. 


LOVELAND. 
John H. Simpson, 


STERLING. 
Mrs. Gladys Fox. 


TELLURIDE. 
L. W. Allen. 


TRINIDAD. 
Maicoim 8B. 
son, 


Erick- 


CONNECTICUT. 


BRIDGEPORT 
Cullinan & Cullinan. 


HARTFORD, 
John J. Dwyer. 
Louis H. Katz. 


* LITCHFIELD. 


Thos, F. Ryan. 


NEW HAVEN. 
Watrous & Day. 
James E. Wheeler. 


NEW LONDON. 


Arthur B. Calkins, 

H. A. Hull. 
NORWICH. 

Edwin W. Higgins. 





ORANGE. 
Robt. J. Woodruff. 


STAMFORD. 
Taylor & Jenkins, 


WATERBURY. 
T. F. Carmody. 
John H. Cassidy. 
Chas. G. Root. 


DELAWARE. 


WILMINGTON. 
Thos. J. Laffey. 
gee rs Nields. 

H. H. Ward. 


DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA. 


WASHINGTON. 
John S. Barbour. 
Octave Bigoness. 
R. B. B. Chew, Jr. 
John W. Davis. 
J. C. Plournoy. 
Henry M. Foote 
Chas. H. Hemans, 
Hon. Edwin A. 
Krauthoff. 
Melville Church. 
Blaine Coppinger. 
Geo. W. Hall. 
Cc. L. Johnson. 
Thos. H. Lane. 
Chas. H. Le Fevre. 
G. Elbert Marshall. 
Geo. Shiras, Jr. 
Chapin Browne. 
Watson E. Coleman. 
Geo, C. Gertman. 
Thomas M. Henry. 
Frank J. Hogan. 
Leckie, Cox & 
Kratz. 
F. S. Paladini. 
Robert Proctor. 
Hon. Thos. Sterling. 
J. C. Robertson, 


FLORIDA. 


BARTOW. 
H. K. Olliphant. 


BLOUNTSTOWN. 
Ray & Cox. 


BRONSON. 


Wm. E. Rivers. 


CHIPLEY. 
W. F. Phillips. 


COCOA. 


Gus C. Edwards. 


GAINESVILLE. 
Clark & Clark. 


JACKSONVILLE. 
J. C. Cooper, Jr. 
E. J. L. Engle. 
Cromwell Gibbons. 
Miles W. Lewis. 
P. H. Odom, 
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LAKELAND. 
J. H. Peterson. 


MARIANNA. 
Will H. Price. 


MIAMI. 
Atkinson & Burdine. 
A. J. Rose. 


OCALA. 


R. L. Anderson. 


ORLANDO. 
Cc. B. Robinson. 
Massey & Warlow. 


PALATKA. 
A. H. Odom, 


PENSACOLA. 
ae D. Beall. 
J. N. Hutchins. 
E. C. Maxwell. 
S. Pasco, Jr. 

R. P. Reese. 
W. B, Sheppard. 
W. L. Zachary. 


PERRY. 
W. B. Davis. 


ST. AUGUSTINE. 
S. W. Bassett, Jr. 
Geo. W. Jackson. 


TALLAHASSEE. 
Van C. Swearingen. 


TAMPA. 
E. J. Binford. 
M. Caraballo. 
J. W. Frazier. 
McMullen & Pette- 
way. 
K. I. MeKay. 
S. M. Sparkman. 
John P. Wall. 


GEORGIA, 


AMERICUS 
J. A. Hixon. 
G. R. Ellis. 


ASHBURN. 
James H. Pate. 


ATHENS, 
Erwin, 
Erwin. 
J. J. Strickland, 


tucker & 


ATLANTA. 
Virgil E. 
Reuben A. 
Ralph §S. 
Robert C. 
Brewster, 

Heyman. 

Geo. F. Gober. 
Smith, Hammond & 
Smith 
Albert E. 
W. G. Loving. 
Moore & Moore. 
Cc. L, Pettigrew. 


Adams. 
Arnold. 

Bauer. 
Alston. 
Howell & 


Mayer. 





ATLANTA. 
Alex W. Stephens. 
W. D. Thomson. 
Geo. Westmoreland. 
J. MeSwain Woods. 


AUGUSTA. 
Cc. BH. & R. 3. 
Wm. H. Fleming. 
T. S. Lyons. 


BAINBRIDGE. 
T. S. Hawes. 


CAMILLA. 
Peacock & 


CORDELE. 
A. S. Bussey. 
F. G. Boatwright. 


DOUGLAS. 
R. A. Moore. 


GAINESVILLE. 
A. C. Wheeler. 


LAFAYETTE. 
Norman Shattuck. 


MACON. 
Harry S. Strozier. 
W. J. Wallace. 


MONROE. 
Orrin Roberts. 


MONTEZUMA. 
Jule Felton. 


MONTICELLO. 
W. H. Key. 


ROYSTON. 
Sam B. Swilling. 


SAVANNAH. 

Ss. B. Adams. 

Robert L. Colding. 

Henry C. Cunning- 
ham. 

Garrard & Gazan. 

Peter W. Meldrim. 

O'Byrne, Hartridge. 
& Wright. 

Osborne & Law- 
rence. 

Geo. W. Owens. 

T. P. Ravenel. 

Wm. B. Stephens, 

W. B. Stubbs. 


STATESBORO. 
G. 8. Johnston. 


SYLVANTA. 
A. B. Lovett. 


SWAINSBORO, 
Saffold & Jordan. 


= IMASVILLE. 
E. Hay. 


WAYCROSS. 
Parks & Reed. 
Wilson & Bennett. 


Cohen. 


Gardner. 





HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 


a a 
Vm. T. Carden. 
War O. Smith. 
Thompson, Milver- 
ton & Cathcart. 


— 
E. R. Bevins. 


IDAHO. 


AMERICAN FALLS. 
O, Baum. 
Wm. J. Travis. 


BOISE CITY. 
Raymond L. Givens, 
Chas. F. Koelsch. 
O. R. Woods. 


BURLEY. 
Cc. A. Johnson. 


CALDWELL. 
Owen M. Van Duyn. 


COUER D’ALENE. 
M. G. Whitney. 


COUNCIL. 
L. L. Burtenshaw. 


EMMETT. 
Geo. C. Huebener. 


HAILEY. 
John M. Bayle. 


IDAHO CITY. 
D. L. Rhodes. 


tort FALLS. 
E. A. Owen. 


KELLOGG. 
Barnett Sinclair. 
R. T. Morgan. 


LEWISTON. 
James E. Babb. 
Fred E. Butler. 
Daniel Needham. 
Chas. H. Chance. 


MOSCOW. 
Scott Ogden. 


OAKLEY. 
W. L. Dunn. 


POCATELLO. 
J. B. Bacon. 
Jos. E, Harvey. 


SANDPOINT. 
John M. Flynn. 
E. W. Wheelan. 





TWIN FALLS. 
W. P. Guthrie. 
S. L. Hodgins. 
Turner K. Hackman. 


WALLACE. 
I. N. Smith. 


ILLINOIS. 


AURORA. 
B. P. Alschuler. 
Peffers & Wing. 


BELLEVILLE. 
Hon. Geo. A. Crow. 


BELVIDERE. 
P. H. O'Donnell. 


BLOOMINGTON. 
jarry & Morrissey. 
De Mange, Gillespie 
& De Mange. 


BLUE ISLAND. 
Henry W. Buhring 


CAIRO. 
J. R. Pilaut. 


CARTHAGE. 
Charles J. Seofield. 
Hartzell & Cava- 
naugh. 


CHICAGO. 
etd J. Aaron. 
E. A. Aborn. 
Edmund D. Adcock. 


Alden, Latham & 
Young. 
B. W. Anderson. 


Asheraft & Ashcraft 

Frank H. Bicek. 

E. R. Bliss, Jr. 

F. L. Boyd. 

Paul Carpenter. 

Aug. Binswanger. 

Buell & Abbey. 

Axel Chytraus. 

H. G. Colson, 

E. S. Cummings. 

Thos. Dent. 

Arthur Donaghue. 

Herman Frank. 

Timothy J. Fell. 

Henry M. Hagan. 

Richard Hill, Jr. 

Andrew Humme- 
land. 

John L. Hopkins, 

Cc. N. Leach. 

John H. Kay. 

Loesch, Schofield & 
Loesch. 

Jas. C. McMath. 

John S. Miller. 

H. H. Patterson, 

Perry Patterson, 

Cc. F. Wiehe. 

Joseph A. MclIner- 
ney. 

James C. McShane. 

A. W. Martin. 

M. A. Mergentheim, 

Edwin A, Munger. 

Nicholas A. Pope. 

F. P. Read. 
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CHICAGO. 

Rosenthal & 
Hamill. 

H. H. Scandrett. 

Chas. Schusterman. 

Winston, Payne & 

Harris F. Williams. 

John L. Shortall. 
Strawn, 


DANVILLE. 
Dwyer & Dwyer. 
Elwood Fitchette. 


DECATUR. 
James S. Baldwin. 
H. W. Housum. 


DWIGHT. 
Roy V. Seymour. 


E. ST. LOUIS. 
Kramer, Kramer & 

Campbell. 

J. Rafter. 


EDWARDSVILLE, 
Williamson, Bur- 
roughs & Ryder. 


ELIZABETHTOWN. 
J. Q. A. Ledbetter. 


James A. Watson. 
EVANSTON. 
Robt. H. Gault. 


FREEPORT. 
I]. P. Gassman, 


FULTON. 
Cc. C. McMahon. 


GALESBURG. 


Williams, Law- 
rence, Welsh & 
Green. 

HERRIN. 


A. D. Morgan. 


JACKSONVILLE. 
Wm. N. Hairgrove. 
Wm. T. Wilson. 


JOLIET. 
Barr, McNaughton 
& Barr. 


JOHNSTON CITY. 


J. E. Carr. 
KANKAKEE. 


Smith & Marcotte. 


MACOMB. 
Chas, I. Imes. 


‘ 


MATTOON. 
Andrews & Vause. 
Bryan H. Tivnen. 


MONMOUTH. 
J. B. Brown. 
R. J. Grier. 





NORTH CHICAGO. 
Max Przyborski. 


OAKLAND. 
Frank C. Winkler. 


OAK PARK. 
F. Thulin. 


OTTAWA. 
Jas. J. Conway. 


PEKIN. 
Prettyman, Velde & 
Prettyman. 


PEORIA. 
Henry C. Fuller, 


RANTOUL. 
Jas. F. Clark. 


ROCKFORD. 
A. D. Early. 
Cc. W. Ferguson. 
Robt. Rew. 


ROCK ISLAND. 
Stafford, Schoede & 
Stafford. 


SPRINGFIELD. 
Adolph F. Bernard. 
T. L. Jarrett. 
Clarence A. Jones. 
Wm. B. Risse. 

J. H. Rockwell, 


STREATOR. 
Wm. H. Boys. 


SYCAMORE. 
John Faissler. 


WAUKEGAN. 
Cook, Pope & Pope. 
H. C. Coulson. 
Welch & Welch. 


WOODSTOCK. 
David R, Joslyn. 


INDIANA. 


ANDERSON. 
J. A. Van Osdal. 


AUBURN. 
. V. Hoffman. 


BEDFORD. 


Fred N. Fletcher. 


COLUMBUS. 
Kollmeyer & Sharp- 
nack. 
John Rynerson. ° 


CONNERSVILLE. 
McKee, Wiles & 
Elliot. 


CRAWFORDSVILLE. 


Benj. Crane. 





EAST CHICAGO. 


Walter Lopatka. 
ELKHART. 
Church & Chester. 


Proctor & Cawley. 
Cc. C. Raymer. 
Edw. B. Zigler. 


EVANSVILLE. 
Thos. W. Lindsey. 


FORT WAYNE. 
Breen & Morris. 
Emrick & Emrick. 
Samuel M. Hench. 
Thomas & Town- 

send. 


FRANKLIN 
White & White. 


GOSHEN. 
A. S. Zook. 


GREENCASTLE. 
B. F. Corwin 


GREENSBURG. 
John F. Goddard. 
Rollin A. Turner. 
Wickens & Osborn. 


* GREENWOOD. 


E. A. McAIpin. 


HAMMOND. 
Bombersxer, Peters 
& Northland. 


HUNTINGTON. 
Milo M. Freightner. 
Sumner Kenner, 


INDIANAPOLIS. 


Thos. H. Daily. 
Edward Doyle. 
Geo. W. Galvin. 
Merritt H. Perkins. 
Jas. A. Ross. 
Harold Taylor. 

W. W. Thornton. 


INDIANA HARBOR. 
Hembroff & Glaze- 
brook. 
W. J. Murray. 


KNIGHTSTOWN. 
Newby & Newby. 


KNOX. 
Chas. H Peters. 


KOKOMO. 
Bell & Kirkpatrick. 
Jos. C. Herron. 


LAFAYETTE. 
ms. bP. Hammond, 
A. L. Kumler. 


MISHAWAKA. 
Geo. A. Long. 





MUNCIE. 
Frank Ellis. 
Koons & Koons. 
We We. Orr. 


NAPPANEE. 
Perry A. Early. 


NORTH VERNON. 
Wm. Fitzgerald. 


RICHMOND. , 
Gardner, Jessup & 
White. 


PERU. 
Cox & Andrews. 


PORTLAND. : 
W. F. McGinnitie. 


ROCHESTER. 
oO. F. Montgomery. 


SOUTH BEND. 
Deahl & Hammer- 
schmid. 


SPENCER. 
i Fowler. 


SULLIVAN. 


Chas. D. Hunt. 


TERRE HAUTE. 
Wm. T. Douthitt. 


UNION CITY. 
Wm. W. Fowler. 


VINCENNES. 
Curtis G. Shake. 


WARSAW. 
L. W. Royse. 


IOWA. 


ALBIA. 
John T. Clarkson. 


ALGONA. 
W. B. Quarton. 


BEDFORD. 
Flick & Flick. 
Jas. R. Locke. 
Wm. M. Jackson. 


BOONE. 
Dyer, Jordan & 
Dyer. 


BURLINGTON. 
LaMonte Cowles. 


CEDAR FALLS. 
J.«B. Newman. 


CEDAR RAPIDS. 
F. J. Dawley. 
Rickel, Dennis & 
Thompson. 
Redmond & Stewart. 





XUM 





YUM 





CENTRAL LAW JOURNAL 








COUNCIL BLUFFS. 
George Carson. 


CRESCO. 
Charles Pergler. 


DAVENPORT. 
Jas. W. Bollinger. 
Chas. Gilchrist. 
J. C. Hall. 


DECORAH. 
H. F. Barthell. 


DES MOINES. 
Bowen & Alberson. 
oO. M. Brockett. 
M. H. Cohen. 
Frank H. Dewey. 
I. M. Earle. 


Halloran & Starkey. 


Clyde Kirk. 

Mulvaney & Mul- 
vaney. 

Clinton L. Nourse. 

Parker, Parrish & 
Miller. 

E. D. Samson. 

Oscar Strauss. 

Sullivan & Sulli- 


van. 
Ss. G. Van Auken. 
Geo. Wambach. 
BE. S. Warren. 
Geo. A. Wilson. 


DUBUQUE. 
Robert W. Clewell. 
J. P. Frantzen. 
Kenline 


EMMETSBURG. 


McCarty & McCarty. 


ESTHERVILLE. 
F. J. Kennedy. 


FORT DODGE. 
Burnquist & Joyce. 
Robert Healy. 

R. M. Wright. ‘ 


GREENFIELD. 
Frank B. Wilson. 


HAWARDEN. 
Cc. E. Gantt. 


HUMBOLDT. 
D. F. Coyle. 


INDEPENDENCE, 
Roy A, Cook. 


INDIANOLA. 
Oo. C. Brown. 


IOWA CITY. 
Chas. M. Dutcher. 


LE MARS. 
P. Farrell. 


LIVERMORE. 
F, M. Miles. 


& Roedell. 





MARCUS. 
L. J. MceGivern. 


MARSHALLTOWN. 
H, H. Craney. 
E. N. Farber. 


MONTICELLO. 
V. O. Welch. 


MUSCATINE. 
F. L. Bihlmeier. 


NORTHWOOD. 
Carl O. Gunderson. 


OSKALOOSA. 
Burrell & Devitt. 


RED OAK. 
R. W. Beeson. 


ROCKWELL CITY. 
S. A. Frick. 


SHENANDOAH. 
Earl R.,; Ferguson. 


SIGOURNEY. 
Wagner & Upde- 
graff. 


SIOUX CITY. 
Kass Bros. 
Ben I. Salinger, Jr. 
Sears, Snyder & 


Boughn. 
TAMA. 
J. W. Willett. 
| TIPTON. 
W. G. W. Geiger. 
TOLEDO. 
J. R. Caldwell. 





Cc. E. Walters. 


WAPELLO. 
Arthur Springer. 


WATERLOO. 


Edwards & Longley. 


Hon. C. W. Mullan. 
WEBSTER CITY. 
Wesley Martin. 


KANSAS, 


ARKANSAS CITY. 
L. C. Brown. 
Faulconer & Wright 


BELOIT. 
Cc. L. Kagey. 
Frank A. Lutz. 


CLAY CENTER. 
W. F. Roche. 








COFFEYVILLE. 
W. EQ Zeigler. 


COLDWATER. 
Jay T. Botts. 


CONCORDIA. 





Cc. L. Hunt. 


ERIE. 
R. B. Smith. 


FORT SCOTT. 
John H. Crain. 


FREDONIA. 
James N. Kennedy. 


GARDEN CITY. 
Richard J. Hopkins. 


HAYS. 
E. C. Flood. 


HOXIE. 
W. H. Clark, 


HUTCHINSON. 
F. Dumont Smith. 


INDEPENDENCE. 
N. E. Van Tuyl. 


JEWELL. 
R. C. Postlewaite. 


JUNCTION CITY. 
Humphrey & 
Humphrey. 


KANSAS CITY. 
Cc. O. Littick. 
Hon. John T. Sims. 
Thompson & Brady. 


KIOWA, 
F. F. Perry. 


LAWRENCE. 
L. H. Menger. 








LEAVENWORTH. 
J. H. Wendorff. 


LIBERAL. 
V. H. Grinstead. 


LINCOLN. 
John J. MeCurdy. 


NEWTON. 
Ezra Branine. 


RUSSELL. 
J. G Vogelsang. 





SALINA. 
J. A. Fleming. 
Hon. Dallas Grover. | 
John H. Wilson, 


ST. FRANCIS. 
Leigh Dowling. 


SMITH CENTER. 
L. C. Uhl & Son. 


TOPEKA. 
W. A. S. Bird. 
T. F. Garver, 
D. R. Hite. 
A. M. Thomas. 


WELLINGTON. 
W. T. McBride. 


WICHITA, 
John W. Adams. 
Geo. Gardner. 
Houston & Brooks. 
Chester I. Long. 
David Smyth. 
Z. Wetmore, 


WINFIELD. 
Ss. C. Bloss. 


KENTUCKY. 


ASHLAND. 
John W. Woods, 


BEATTYVILLE. 
H. D. Parrish. 


COVINGTON. 
R. S. Holmes. 


DIXON. 
Bourland 
well. 


& Black- 


GLASGOW. 
W. L. Porter. 


IRVINE. 
Clarence Miller. 


LEXINGTON. 
Richard J. Colbert. 
Shelby, Northeutt & 
Shelby. 


LOUISVILLE. 

William B. Eagles. 

Davis W. Edwards. 

H. B. Fleece. 

Kohn, Baird, Sloss 
& Kohn. 

Beckham Over- 
street. 

Chas. Bond Seymour 

Geo. W. Smith. 


MAYSVILLE. 
LeWright Brown- 
ing. 
Hon. A. M. J. 
Cochran, 


MIDDLESBORO. 
John Howard, 


MT. VERNON. 
Cc. C. Williams. 


OWENSBORO. 
Gilbert Holbrook. 
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PADUCAH. 


Hon. Wm. Reed. 


PINEVILLE. 
Chas. I. Dawson. 


PRESTONBURG. 
Dingus & Layne. 


RICHMOND. 
Stephen DeParrish. 


WILLIAMSBURG. 
Rose & Pope. 
H. H. Tye. 


WINCHESTER. 
Ronald C, Oldham. 


LOUISIANA. 


ALEXANDRIA. 
J. W. Hawthorne. 


FRANKLIN 
Paul Kramer. 


FRANKLINTON. 
M. I. Varnado. 


LAKE CHARLES. 
R. L. Belden. 


MORGAN CITY. 


Chas. L. Wise. 
NEW ORLEANS. 


Caffrey, Quintero. 
Gidiere & Brumby. 

Carroll & Carroll. 

Gaudet, Carbajal & 
Williams. 

Dart & Kernan. 

J. C. Davey. 

Farrar, Jonas, 
Goldsborough -& 
Goldburg. 

Lewis R. Graham. 

E. H. McCaleb. 

Jos. F. Peyronnin. 

Chas. J. Rivet. 

Theodore Roehl. 

McCloskey & Bene- 
dict. 

J. B. Rosser, Jr. 

John F. Tobin. 


RUSTON. 
Barksdale & Barks- 
dale. 
SHREVEPORT. 
Hampton Story. 
Thatcher & Welsh. 
MAINE. 


BELFAST. 
Ralph I. Morse. 


BIDDEFORD. 
Hon. Geo. L. Emery. 


BROOKS. 
F. W. Brown, Jr. 


¥ 





CALAIS. 
Ashley St. Clair. 


CORNISH. 
Walter P. Perkins. 


GORHAM. 
J. A. Waterman. 


LEWISTON. 
J. G. Chabot. 


MADISON, 
Bernard Gibbs. 
Cc. O. Small. 


PORTLAND. 
John T. Fagan. 
Hon. Clarence Hale. 


D. A. Meaher. 
Harry E. Nixon. 
Frank W. Robinson, 


RUMFORD FALLS. 
L. W. Blanchard. 


WATERVILLE. 
Chas. W. Atchley. . 


WESTBROOK. 
Wm. Lyons. 


MARYLAND. 


BALTIMORE. 
J. Albert Baker. 
Hon. John J. Dobler. 
Chas. F. Harley. 
John Hinkley. 
Chas. M. Howard. 
Edwin C. Irelan. 
Lemmon & Buck. 
W. L. Marbury. 
A. P. Shanklin. 
Webster C. Tall. 
Cc. R, Wattenscheidt. 
Geo. Whitelock. 


CUMBERLAND. 
W. S. Cochrane. 
Arch C. Young. 


HYATTSVILLE. 
James C, Waters, 
Jr. 


PRINCE FREDERICK. 
John P. Briscoe. 


WESTERNPORT. 
Horace P. Whit- 
worth. 


MASSACHASETTS., 


ADAMS. 


Edwin K. McPeck. 


BOSTON. 
Jos. I. Bennett. 
Frank W. Grinnell. 
J. W. Pickering. 
J. Converse Gray. 
Ss. K. Hamilton. 
Adolph M. Schwarz. 





BROOKLINE. 


Alfred D. Chandler. 


CAMBRIDGE. 
Prof. Roscoe Pound. 
Jos. J. McCarthy. 


CONCORD. 


Chas. K. Darling. 


DORCHESTER. 
W. B. Grant. 


LOWELL. 


John J. Pickman. 


MELROSE. 
Geo. R. Farnum. 


MILFORD. 
John Ci Lynch. 


SPRINGFIELD. 
James B. Carroll. 


WORCHESTER. 
Wm. C. Mellish. 


MICHIGAN. 


ANN ARBOR. 
M. J. Cavanaugh. 
William G. Doty. 


BATTLE CREEK. 
Burritt Hamilton. 
Leland H. Sabin. 


BAY CITY. 


Louis J. Weadock. 


BENTON HARBOR. 
Geo. W. Bridgman. 


CALUMET, 

Galbreath 
mick. 

A. E. Peterman. 


DETROIT. 
N. C. Bigelow. 
Bishop & Kilpatrick 
E. S. Clarkson. 
Doyle & Cameron, 
D. B. Duffield. 
Ralph D. Haley. 
Howell S. England. 
John Galloway. 
John W. Goodson. 
Keena, Lightner & 

Oxtoby. 

Harold R. Martin. 
Sidney T, Miller. 
I. M. F. Morgan. 
M. D. Smilansky. 
Wm. 8. Sayres, Jr. 
Walters & Walters. 


FLINT. 
Carton, Roberts & 
Stewart. 


GRAND HAVEN. 
Walter J. Lillie. 





& McCor- | 


GRAND RAPIDS. 
Boltwood & Bolt- 
wood. 
Colin P. Campbell. 
B. M. Corwin. 
Hon. Reuben 
Dorr 


Hatch. 
Kuizema. 


GREENVILLE 
E. J. Bowman. 


ITHACA. 
John W. Myers. 


LANSING. 
Rollin H. Person. 
Hon. J. W. Stone. 


MARQUETTE. 
Cc. F. Button. 


ONTONAGON. 
John Jones. 


PAW PAW. 
A. Lynn Free. 


PONTIAC 
L. A. Cambrey. 


SAGINAW. 


Watts S. Humphrey. 


SAULT STE. MARIE. 
Wiley & Green. 


ST. JOHN’S. 
Wm. M. Smith. 


MINNESOTA, 


ARGYLE 
E. A. Brekke. 


BEMIDJI. 


Chas. W. Scerutchin. 
BLUE EARTH. 


D. L. Morse. 


BRECKINRIDGE. 
Lewis E. Jones. 


DULUTH. 
Harris & 
John G. 


Pearson. 
Williams. 


EAST GRAND FORKS 
W. J. Rasmussen. 


FAIRMONT. 


Albert R. Allen. 


FERGUS FALLS. 
Leonard Eriksson. 


GRAND RAPIDS. 
Alfred L. Thwing. 


MARSHALL. 
‘Davis & Michel. 
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MILACA. 
Carl F. J. Goebel. 


MINNEAPOLIS. 
Rome G, Brown. 
Hon. Wilbur F. 

Booth. 
F. B. Dodge. 
Fifield & Finney. 
Kerr & Fowler. 

Joyce. 

John J. Martin. 

B. M. Goldman. 

A. G. Middlestadt. 

Edward Nelson. 

Joss & Ohmann. 

Homer Morris. 

E. A. Prendergast. 

James D. Shearer. 

Edw. Tenner. 


MINNEOTA. 


Gislason & Gislason 


we af PRAGUE. 
. W. Komarek. 


ROCHESTER. 
Burt W. Eaton. 


ST. PAUL. 

Alf. E. Boyeson. 

Hon. G. L. Bunn. 

Pierce Butler. 

Davis, Severance & 

Olds. 
Cowern, Jesmer & 
Prescott. 

Roy H. Currie. 

Donald S. Doty. 

Morphy, Ewing 

Bradford & Cum- 
mins. 

G. Loevinger. 
Chas. A. Oberg. 
c. D. O’Brien. 

R. G. O'Malley. 

H. W. Phillips. 
Edward P. Sanborn. 
Ambrose Tighe. 
Essie W.: Williams. 
John W. Willis. 


VIRGINIA. 
Carl A. Oukka. 


WARREN. 
Julius J, Olson. 


WASECA. 
John Moonan. 


WINONA. 
Brown, Abbott & 
Somsen. 
M. B. Webber. 


MNSSISSIPPI, 
ABERDEEN. 


W. H. Clifton. 
G. J. Leftwich. 


BROOKHAVEN. 
T. Brady, Jr. 


DE KALB. 
L. C. Hutton. 


' 
| 
| 


ee E. 
B. Campbell. 


| HATTIESBURG. 


| 











Cc. G. Mayson. 


HAZELHURST. 
%. N. Miller. 


INDIANOLA. 
J. B. Guthrie. 


JACKSON. 
E. L. Franklin. 
G. Garland Lyell. 
R. H. Thompson. 


KOSCIUSKO. 
Hon. H. C. Niles. 


MERIDIAN. 
V. W. Gilbert. 
Oscar C. Thomas. 


MOSS POINT. | 
Frank McInnis. 


oa 
H. Geisenberger. 


| PITTSBORO. 


c. E. Inman. 


SUMNER. 
R. L. Cannon. 


VICKSBURG. 
R. L. Dent. 


WINONA. 
S. Ritchey. 


MISSOURI. 


CAPE GIRARDEAU. 
A. M. Spradling. 


CARTHAGE. 
H. W. Blair. 


CHILLICOTHE. 
L. A. Chapman. 
John H. Taylor. 


CLINTON, 
John A. Gilbreath. 


COLLINS. 
W. H. Plaster. 


COLUMBIA. 
M. R. Conley. 
Prof. John D. Law- 
son. 


HA RRISONVILLE. 
W. D. Summers. 


JOPLIN. 
J. Cc. Ammerman. 


KANSAS CITY. 
Henry D. Ashley. 
Murat Boyle. 





KANSAS CITY. 

John M. Cleary. 

Cook & Gossett. 

J. W. Dana. 

Hon. Thos. P. Fen- 
lon. 

James W. Hawes. 

Thad. B. Landon. 

Clement A. Lawler. 

W. H. H. Piatt. 

Grant I. Rosen- 
zweig. 

Cc. E. Small, 
Warner, Dean, Me- 
Leod & Lang- 

worthy. 


KEYTESVILLE. 
Roy W. Rucker. 


LEE’S SUMMIT. 
John A. Eaton. 


LIBERTY. 
D. C. Allen. 


LEXINGTON. 
‘ Hon. Richard Field. 


MACON. 
Maj. B. R. Dysart. 


MARYVILLE. 
Richard L. McDoug- 


al. 
F. P. Robinson. 


MEMPHIS. 
W. M. Pettengill. 


MEXICO. 
Clarence A. Barnes. 


NEW LONDON. 
Drake Watson. 


PLATTE CITY. 
Jas, H. Hull. 


POPLAR BLUFF. 
Abington & Abing- 


ton. 
David W. Hill. 


RICHMOND. 
T. N. Lavelock. 


ST. JOSEPH. 
Geo. W. Groves. 
E. M. Swartz. 


ST. LOUIS. 

Hon. Shepard Bar- 
clay. 

P. Taylor Bryan, 

Boyle & Priest. 

N. C. Collier. 

John Cashman. 

Edward D’Arcy. 

John H. Douglas. 

Marion C. Early. 

W. F. Evans, 

M. W. Feurbacher. 

J. C. Fisher. 

Henry W. Furth. 

Hon. R. L: Goode. 

Bernard Greens- 
felder. 





| 





ST. LOUIS. 
Claud D. Hall. 
Virgil Harris. 
Chas. M. Hay. 
Richard A. Jones, 
Jones, Hocker, 

Hawes & Angert. 

F. N. Judson. 
Chester H. Krum. 
J. F. Lee. 
F, W. Lehmann. 
John Jay Morse. 
A. H. Robbins. 
D. Upthegrove. 
John C. Vaughn. 


Edw. J. White. 
Hon. Jas. E, With- 
row. 


Tyrrell Williams. 


SALEM. 


G. C. Dalton. 


SAVANNAH. 
Booher & 
Williams. 


SPRINGFIELD. 
S. T. Gresham. 


TARKIO. 
John A. Gurlash. 


TRENTON 
Platt Hubbell. 


MONTANA, 


BILLINGS. 
Grimstad & Brown. 
F. B. Reynolds. 


BUTTE. 
J. E. Healy. 
H. A. Tyvand. 


CHESTER. 
Wm. Chittick. 


CHINOOK. 
Daniel Kenyon. 


| FORT BENTON. 


J. A. Kavaney. 


FORSYTH. 
Geo. A. Horkan. 


GLENDIVE. 


Desmond J. O'Neil. 


GREAT FAILS. 
I. W. Church. 
D. W. Doyle. 
George E. Hurd. 


HAMILTON. 
R. A. O'Hara. 


HELENA. 
Wm. Scallon, 


KALISPELL. 
Cc. H. Foot. 
David Ross. 
Hans Walchi. 
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LEWISTON. 
Cc. W. Buntin. 
Edgar G. Worden. 
E. K: Cheadle. 


LIVINGSTON. 
Miller & O’Connor. 


MALTA. 
H. L. Wolfe, Jr. 


eh oc 
. P. P. Healy. 


MILES CITY. 
Geo. W. Farr. 
Cc. H. Loud. 
8S. D. McKinnon. 
Sharpless Walker. 


MISSOULA. 
Ralph L. Arnold, 


PHILIPSBURG. 
W. L. Brown. 


PLENTY WOOD. 
McLaughlin & 
Brown. 


TERRY. 


Jos. C. Tope. 


TOWNSEND. 
Hon. John 
thews. 


A. Mat- 


WHITEWATER. 
B. G. Williams. 


NEBRASKA, 


BEAVER CITY. 
Lambe & Butler. 


CHA DRON. 
T. H. Babcock. 
a G. Fisher. 


COLUMBUS. 
A. M. Post. 


DAVID CITY. 
E. A. Coufal. 


FALLS CITY. 
R. C. James. 


GRAND ISLAND. 
Arthur C. Mayer. 
Hon. Bayard H. 

Paine. 


HASTINGS. 
M. A. Hartigan. 


me Dakas. 
. A. Dilworth. 


IMPERIAL. 
P. W. Scott. 





| 
| 
| 


ae 
* M'Siriclair. 


LEXINGTON. 
George C. Gillan. 


a AY 
G. W. Berge. 
T. J. Doyle. 
E. J. Hainer. 
D. M. McClenahan. 


MINDEN. 
Lewis C. Paulson. 


MONOWI. 
M. T. Post. 


NELSON. 
David S. Simms. 


NEWMAN GROVE 
H. Halderson. 


OMAHA. 
Hon. Arthur E. 
Baldwin. 


Anson H. Bigelow. 
Burbank. 


Byron G. 
Byron Clark. 

H. Fisher. 

J. A. Cc. Kennedy. 
N. H. Loomis. 
Chas. H. Marley. 
J. P. Palmer, 
Weaver & Giller. 


PAPILLION. 
A. E. Langdon. 


PIERCE. 
M. H. Leamy. 


PLATTSMOUTH. 
Matthew Gering. 
D. O. Dwyer. 


ST. PAUL. 
Chas. Dobry. 


si agg fore 
L. H. Cheney. 
Hon. E, P. Pyle. 


TEKAMAH. 
James A. Clark. 


WAYNE. 
Frederick 


YORK. 
Geo. M. Spurlock. 


NEVADA. 


tGOLDFIELD. 
Thompson & 
Thompson. 


LAS VEGAS. 
E. M. Barnes. 


RENO. 
Geo. S, Brown. 
James D. Finch. 
Thompson. 
Robert Lewers. 


S. Berry. 





RENO. 
Samuel Platt. 
Jerome Vander- 
werker. 


TONOPAH. 
Herman R. Cooke. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


CLAREMONT. 
H. W. Parker. 


CONCORD. 
Foster & Lake. 
R. E. Walker. 


LACONIA. 
Stanton Owen. 


LANCASTER. 
Drew, Shurtleff & 
Morris. 
‘MANCHESTER. 
Jones, Warren, Wil- 


son & Manning. 
Hon. R. J. Peaslee. 


TILTON. 
Chas. E. Tilton. 


‘WHITEFIELD. 


E. M. Bowker. 


NEW JERSEY. 


ELIZABETH. 
Hon. Abe J. David. 


HOBOKEN. 
W. S. Stuhr. 


JERSEY CITY. 
Collins & Corbin. 


MORRISTOWN. 
George W. Runyan. 


NEWARK. 
Hon. Samuel. 
Kalisch, 


PATERSON. 
Jas. A. Harmon. 


NEW MEXICO. 


ALC eens 
C. M. Botts. 
M. E. Hickey. 
O. N. Marron. 


H. F. Raynolds. 
John Venable. 


CARLSBAD. 
John W. 


CLOVIS. 
Wm. 


RATON. 
H. L. Bickley. 
J. Leahy. 








Armstrong. | 


A. Gillenwater. | 





ROSWELL. 
Reid & Hervey. 


SANTA FE. 
Colin Neblett. 


SILVER CITY. 
Raymond R. Ryan. 
F. W. Vellacott. 


NEW YORK. 


ALBANY. 


Wm. V. R. Erving. 


BROOKLYN. 
Hugo Hirsch. 


BUFFALO. 
August Becker. 
M. F. Dirnberger. 
Adelbert Moot. 


JAMESTOWN. 
Frank H. Mott. 


NEW BRIGHTON. 
Guy O. Walser. 


“NEWBURGH. 


M. H. Hirschberg. 


NEW HAMBURG. 


Everett P. Wheeler. 


NEW YORK. 
A. H. Burroughs. 
Henry B. Gayley. 
Walter H. Lieb- 

mann. 

David T. Davis. 
L. L. Kellogg. 
kK. R. Owen. 
Arnold A. Odlum. 


SCHENECTADY. 
Thaddeus 8S. Ogon- 
owski. 


SYOSSET. 
E. L. Winthrop, Jr. 


SYRACUSE. 
D. A. Pierce. 


UTICA. 
Fred J. Sisson. 


NORTH CAROLINA, 


ASHEVILLE. 
J. G. Adams. 
Louis M, Bourne. 
Mark W. Brown. 
Martin, Rollins & 
Wright. 


CHARLOTTE. 


F. M. Shannonhouse. 


ELIZABETH CITY, 
Cc. W. Brown. 
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HILLSBORO. 
Frank Nash. 


MURPHY. 
M. W. Bell. 


NEWBERN. 
A. D. Ward. 


RALEIGH. 


Murray Allen. 


SOUTH MILLS. ~ 
R. C. Dozier. 


SPARTA. 
Geo. Cheek. 


WAKE FOREST. 
ma Timberlake, 
e 


WALNUT COVE. 
G. L. Jarvis. 


WINSTON SALEM. 
Burton Craige. 


NORTH DAKOTA. 


ANAMOOSE. 
F. J. Funke. 


ASHLEY 


Hugo P. Remington. 


BISMARCK, 
Benton Baker. 
Hon. Andrew A. 

Bruce 


DEVIL'S LAKE. 
F. T. Cuthbert. 


DICKINSON. 
Thos. H. Pugh. 


ELGIN. 
Frank T. 


Lembke. 


FESSENDEN. 
B. F. Whipple. 


FARGO. 
Augustus Roberts, 
GOODRICH. 
W. W. Harris. 


GRAND FORKS. 
Bangs. 
Frank B. Feetham, 
W. A. McIntyre. 


HENSLER. 


Burton S. Wilcox. 


HILLSBORO. 
S. A. Acker. 


JAMESTOWN. 
A. W. Alymer. 
Oscar J. Seiler. 


LARIMORE. 
Sam J. Radcliffe. 


MANDAN. 
B. W. Shaw. 


MEDORA. 
J. K. Swihart, 


MINNEWAUKEN. 
Torger Sinness. 


| MINOT. 





John E. Greene. 
Nestos, Carroll & 
Herigstad. 


MOTT. 


Jacobsen & Murray. 


NEW LEIPSIG. 
Vincent Hogan. 


PARK RIVER. 

G. W. Young. 
RAY. 

r>. me Campbell. 
RHAME. 

W. Lee. 

RUGBY. 

R. E. Wenzel. 


TOWNER. 
Albert Weber. 


TURTLE LAKE. 
Cc. L. Foster. 


VALLEY CITY. 
Theodore S. Lind- 
land. 
H. Winterer. 


WARWTCK. 
Francis X. Kirsch. 


WILLISTON. 
John J. Murphy & 


Ivan V. Metzger. 


OHIO. 


AKRON. 
Edwin W. Brouse. 
Dayton A, Doyle. 


ALLIANCE. 
Wm. L. Hart. 


BELLAIRE. 
Fred Spriggs. 


BELLEFONTAINE. 
W. Clay Huston. 


BRYAN. 
David A. Webster. 





CANTON. . 
Austin Lynch, 


CINCINNATI. 

Bettinger, Schmitt 
& Kreis. 

Cobb, Howard & 
sailey. 

Otway J. Cosgrave. 

Henry Baer. 

A. A. Ferris. - 

A. L. Herrlinger. 

John R. Holmes, 

Jobnson & Levy. 

c. D. Robertson, 

Chas. B. Smith. 

E. W. Strong. 

Jas. B. Swing. 

Hon. J. W. Warring- 
ton. 


CLEVELAND. 

Bernsteen & Bern- 
steen. 

W. H. Boyd. 

Geo. B. Marty. 

Kkangesser & Mor- 
genstern. 

Wm. Howell. 

Thos. L. Johnson, 

Wm. 8S. Kerruish. 

J. H. Orgill. 

H. G. Schaibly. 

Jos. L. Stern. 

E. J. Thobaden. 

Payn, Winch & 
Rogers. 

T. J. Ross. 


COLUMBUS. 
Morton, Irvine & 
Blanchard. 
Outwaite, Linn & 
Postiewaite. 
James M. Hengst. 


DAYTON. 

A. T. Boatman. 

Frank S. Breene. 

Burkhart, Heald & 
Pickrel. 

Ezra Kuhns. 

John Dineen. 

Ww. S. MeCon- 
naughey. 

Clarence J. Stoeck- 
lein. 


EAST CLEVELAND. 
Benn B. Rosenfeld. 


BLYRIA. 
D. J. Nye. 


FINDLAY. 
Wm. F, Duncan. 
F. E. Hurley. 


HAMILTON. 
Edgar A. Belden. 


IRONTON. 
A. R. Johnson. 


LAKEWOOD. 
P. L, A. Leigh- 
ey. 


LIMA, 
D. J. Cable. 
Jas. W. Halfhill. 








LISBON. 
Billingsley, Moore & 
Van Fossan., 


LONDON. 
R. H. McCloud. 
John R. Tanner. 


MARIETTA. 
A. A. Schramm. 


Cc. C. Middleswart. 


MANSFIELD. 
Jas. W. Galbrajth. 


MARION. 
Hon. G. E. Mouser. 
Scofield, Durfee & 
Scofield. 


OTTAWA. 
Bailey & Leasure. 


RAVENNA. 
W. J. Beckley. 


SANDUSKY. 
E. B. King. 
Hon. Roy H. Wil- 
liams. 


SIDNEY. 
J. D. Barnes. 
Chas C. Marshall. 


SPRINGFIELD. 
A. C. Link. 
W. M. Rockel. 


TOLEDO. 
Louis Bartlett. 
John P. Delphey. 
Geo. P. Hahn. 
Ralph S. Holbrook. 
Frank C. Lewis. 
Elmer E. Davis. 
Geo. W. Millard. 
John Schlatter. 


VAN WERT. 
H. L. Conn. 


WAUSEON. 
Files & Paxson. 
F. S. & J. M. Ham. 


WELLSVILLE. 
W. F. Lones, 


WOODVILLE. 
E. R. Voorhees. 


YOUNGSTOWN. 
E. H. Moore. 


ZANESVILLE. 
J. Ernest Harkness. 


OKLAHOMA. 
ADA, 
J. W. Dean. 


B. H. Epperson. 
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ALLUWE. 
R. F. Barnett. 


ANADARKO. 
Cc. H. Carswell. 


ANTLERS. 
S. S. Lawrence. 


ARDMORE. 
I. R. Mason. 


BARTLESVILLE. 
Hayes McCoy. 


BOISE CITY. 
Hon. E. B. McMahon 


BRISTOW. 
W. L. Cheatham. 


CHICKASHA. 
Welborne & Bailey. 


CHEYENNE. 
W. W. Peterson. 


DRUMRIGHT. 
Fred A. Wagoner. 


DURANT. 
J. R. Hannah. 
Victor Phillips. 
Hatchett & Fergu- 


son. 
W. E. Utterback. 


ELK CITY. 
J. M. Bishop. 


GROVE. 
Ad V. Coppedge. 


HUGO. 
A. E. Hammonds. 


KINGFISHER. 
D. K. Cunningham. 


McALESTER. 
L. C. Counts. 
A. C. Markley. 


MIAMI. 
Horace B. Durant. 


MUSKOGEE. 
J. B. Furry. 
Chas. A. Moon. 
Geo. S. Ramsey. 
Malcolm E. Rosser. 
Walter J. Turnbull. 


NEWKIRK. 
T. J. Sargent. 


NORMAN. 
R. V. Lewis. 





OKLAHOMA CITY. 


S. H. Harris. 

J. Q. A. Harrod. 

Samuel W. Hayes. 

W. A. Ledbetter. 

Claude Nowlin. 

Hon. J. B. A. 
Robertson. 

Vv. E. McInnis. 

Stuart, Cruce & 


Cruce. 
L. D. Thelkeld. 
Chas. West. 


OKMULGEE. 
Chas. A. Dickson. 


PAWHUSKA. 
Leahy & Macdonald. 
Preston A. Shinn. 
John W. Tillman, 


SALLISAW. 
E. M. Frye. 


SHAWNEE. 
Tom C. Waldrep. 


SNYDER. 
Arthur B. Harris. 


SPIRO. 
D. C. McCurtain. 


TALAGO. 
W. P. Hickok. 


TECUMSEH. 
Clarence Robison. 


TULSA. 

Carroll & Mason. 

Wm. S. Cochran. 

Henry McGraw. 

Geo. W. Reeves. 

Robertson, Bailey, 
Nelson & Bailey. 

T. L. Wallace. 


VINITA. 
James S. Davenport. 


WALTERS, 
J. Lon Sawyer. 


WEWOKA. 
T. S. Cobb. 


WOODWARD. 
W. A. Briggs. 


OREGON. 


ALBANY. 
Gale S. Hill. 


ATHENA. 
Homer I. Watts. 








BAKER CITY. 
John L. Rand. 
c. O. Hindman. 


CANYON CITY. 
Geo. H. Cattanach. 


CONDON. 
T. A. Weinke. 


ELGIN. 
L. Denham. 


GLENDALE. 
Oliver S. Brown. 


OREGON CITY. 
G. C. Brownell. 
Joseph E. Hedges. 


PENDLETON. 


Raley & Raley. 
John N. Sievers. 


PORTLAND. 
W. C. Bristol. 
Thos. G. Greene. 
John A. Latourette. 
D. C. Lewis. 
John McCourt, 
Newton McCoy. 
L. W. O'Rourke. 
Lon L. Parker. 
Sanderson Reed. 
J. O. Stearns. 
Lionel R. Webster. 
F. H. Whitfield. 


SALEM. 


John H. Carson. 
Elmo 8S. White. 


TILLAMOOK. 
H. T. Botts. 


VALE. 
Geo. E. Davis. 


WASCO. 
Cc. M. Huddleston. 


PANAMA, 


CRISTOBAL. 


W. H, Carrington. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


ALTOONA. 
W. E. Mackey. 


CLEARFIELD. 
Hon. Singleton Bell, 


DANVILLE. 
James Scarlet. 





HOLLIDAYSBURG. 
Hon. Thos. J. Bald- 
ridge. 


JOHNSTOWN. 
Hon. F. J. O'Connor. 


LEWISBURG. 
H. M. McClure. 


NEWCASTLE. 
J. Norman Martin. 


OIL CITY. 
H. C. Dorworth. 


PHILADELPHIA. 


M. J. McEnery. 

W. A. Melcher. 

Michael J. Ryan. 

Walter George 
Smith. 

L. N. Sharpe. 

Wm. Jay Turner. 


PITTSBURG. 


Burke & Kent. 
W. Clyde Grubbs. 


UNIONTOWN. 
Harry W. Bryne. 


WASHINGTON. 
Jas. I. Brownson, Jr. 


WAYNE. 
Chas. Howson. 


WILKES-BARRE. 
Miss Sophia O’Hara. 


YORK. 
M. S. Niles. 


PHILIPPINE 
ISLANDS. 


MANILA. 


W. A. Kincaid. 
Jos. N. Wolfson. 


PORTO RICO. 


PONCE. 


Francisco Para 
Capo. 


SAN JUAN. 
Frank Antonsanti. 


RHODE ISLAND. 


PROVIDENCE. 
Cooney & Cahill. 
Thomas Z. Lee. 
Frank J. Rivelli. 
Fred Rueckert. 


WESTERLY. 
Nathan B. Lewis. 
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SOUTH CAROLINA. 


ANDERSON. 
Claude B. Earle. 


BLACKVILLE. 
A. H. Ninestein. 


CHARLESTON. 
Mitchell & Smith. 
Mordecai & Gadsden 


COLUMBIA. 

Barron, McKay, 
Frierson & Mof- 
fatt. 

Hon. G, Duncan 
Bellinger. 

W. H. Townsend. 


CONWAY. 
J. O. Norton. 


GREENVILLE. 
Haynsworth & 
Haynsworth. 
B. F. Martin. 
T. C. Turner, Jr. 


LIBERTY. 
J. F. Keown. 


MULLINS. 
W. B. Norton. 


RIDGELAND. 
H. Klugh Purdy. 


SPARTANBURG. 
James C. Otts. 
F. W. Littlejohn. 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 


ABERDEEN. 
Cc. M. Branson. 
Frank McNulty. 
G. N, Williamson. 


BELLE FOURCHE. 
J. W. Malvin. 
L. M. Simons. 


BRITTON. 
Bryan Abbott. 


BROOKINGS. 
M. E. Culhane. 


DEADWOOD. 
James W. 
John R. Russell. 


we. RAPIDS. 
G. R. Krause. 


GEDDES. 
R. J. Scoville. 


HECLA. 
R. R. Pember. 





HOT SPRINGS. 
E. B. Adams. 


HURON. 
A. K. Gardner. 


KENNEBEC. 
Albert Williamson. 


LEAD. 
Chambers Kellar. 
John Walsh. 


MILBANK. 
Thos. L. Bouck. 


MITCHELL. 
Herbert E. Hitch- 
cock. 


PIERRE. 
Hon. Chas. 


Land 
P. W. 


E. De- 


Dougherty. 


PHILIP. 


Philip & Waggoner. 


LANKINGTON. 
Donald Fellows, 


PRESHO. 
F. C. Wederath. 


RAPID CITY. 
Frank D. Bangs. 


SIOUX FALLS. 
F. R, Aikens. 
Chas. P. Bates. 
Martin Bergh. 
U. S. G. Cherry. 
Jos. Karam. 
John C. Mundt. 
R. W. Parliman. 


SISSETON. 
Howard Babcock, 


WATERTOWN. 
Clay Carpenter. 


WOONSOCKET. 
H. R. Knight. 


YANKTON. 
Henry Kunkle. 


TENNESSEE. 


CHATTANOOGA. 
Floyd Estill. 
Geo. D. Lancaster. 
Cc. S. Littleton. 
Spears & Spears. 
J. L. Levine. 
Felix D. Lynch. 
L. F. Wilkerson. 
Joe. V. Williams. 


GALLATIN. 
H. S. Collier. 


HARRIMAN. 
Horace M. Carr. 





JOHNSON CITY. 
H. G. Morison. 


KINGSPORT. 
Barnes, Worley & 
Dodson. 
F. J. Heazel. 


KNOXVILLE. 

Lewis M. G. Baker, 

Chas. T. Cates, Jr. 

sohn W. Green. 

Lindsley, Young & 
Donaldson. 

Jas. Meek. 

Norman B. Morrell. 

Roy H. Beeler. 

Harley G. Fowler. 

Robt. M. Jones. 

Pickle, Turner, Ken- 
nedy & Cate. 

L. D. Smith. 

W. P. Washburn. 


MARYVILLE. 
Cc. T. Cates. 


MEMPHIS. 
G. T. Fitzhugh. 
Allen Hughes. 
Cc. W. Metcalf. 
Wright & Wright. 


MILAN. 
J. P. Rhodes. 


NASHVILLE. 
Robin J. Cooper. 
R. B. C. Howell. 

Claude Waller. 


NEWPORT. - 
W. D. McSween. 


UNION CITY. 
W. H. Swiggart. 


WINCHESTER. 
Geo. E. Banks. 


TEXAS. 


ABILENE 
Dallas Scarborough. 


ALPINE. 
W. Van Sickle. 


AMARILLO. 
J. O. Guleke. 


AUSTIN. 
T. H. McGregor. 
Love & Patterson. 
N. A, Stedman. 
Hon. W. J. Town- 
send. 
Ike D. White. 


BEAU aye 
E. M. Chester. 
Smith & Crawford. 
Wm. B. West. 





BRA 
elberi Kruse. 


BROWNSVILLE. 
Jas, A. Graham. 
Ira Webster. 
Jos. K. Wells. 


CAMERON. 


Hon. W. G. Gillis. 


CARLSBAD. 
Geo. C. Edwards. 


CARTHAGE. 
H: N. Nelson. 


CLAIREMONT. 
J. Webster Darden. 


CLARKSVILLE. 
B. C. Jones. 


CLAUDE. 
J. L. Lackey. 


CORPUS CHRISTI. 
O. H. E. Kramer. 


CORSICANA. 
L. B. Cobb. 
W. A. Tarver. 
Upchurch & Up- 
church, 


DALHART. 
A. W. Schlofman. 


DALLAS. 
W. S. Bramlett. 
F. M. Etheridge. 
W. H. Graham. 
W. T. Henderson. 
Victor H. Hexter. 
Harry P. Lawther. 
Seay & Seay. 
W. H. Sears. 
U. F. Short. 
M. W. Townsend. 


DENISON. 
E. J. Smith. 


DENTON. 
J. W. Sullivan. 


EL PASO. 
A. R. Burges. 
Caldwell & Sweeney. 
John L. Dyer. 


Turner, Culwell, 
Holliday & Pol- 
lard. 


FT. WORTH. 
Capps & Canty. 
P. W. Brown. 
Geo. Q. McGown. 
R. M. Rowland. 
John W. Wray. 
George Thompson. 
I. A. Wynn. 
John M, Scott. 


GALVESTON. e 
John L. Darrouzet. 
James W. Wayman. 
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GALVESTON. 
James B. & Charles 

J. Stubbs. 
Bryan F. Williams. 


GLEN ROSE. 
Levi Herring. 


GREENVILLE. 
Dinsmore, McMahon 
& Dinsmore. 


HEARNE. 
J. F. Lane. 


HEMPSTEAD. 
R. E. Tompkins. 


HOUSTON. 
Harry W. Freeman. 
D, Edward Greer. 
Harris & Harris. 
H. E. Kahn. 
Hon T. J. 
B. F. Louis. 
J. W. Lockett. 
John G. Logue. 
John W, Parker. 
Scott & Greene. 
Otto Taub. 
Newell L. Walker. 


Lawhon. 


HUNTSVILLE. 
O. F. Wolff. 


JUNCTION. 
Cc. R. Stevenson. 


LAREDO. 


Asher R. Smith. 


LEXINGTON. 
H. F. Schlosshan. 


LIVINGSTON. 
J. C. Feagin. 
Hill & Hill. 


LONF OAK. 
S. S. Frazer. 


Lé yao Se hak 
W. C. Hurst. 


MARLIN. 
Hon. Geo. 


MARSHALL. 
F. H. Prendergast. 


MERCEDES. 
John P. Gause, 


MONTAGUE 
Hon. Homer B. 
Latham. 


ORANGE. 
E. S. McCarver. 


NACOGDOCHES. 
M. Adams. 


PADUCAH. 
J. M. Hawkins. 


H. Carter. 





PALESTINE. 
A. G. Greenwood, 


PORT ARTHUR 
A. W. Dycus. 
H. G. Robertson. 


SAN ANTONIO. 
Robert L. Ball. 
John H. Bickett, Jr. 
Douglas Cater. 
Charles Dittmar. 
J. D. Dodson. 
Graham Dowdell. 
Hicks, Phelps, Dick- 
son & Bobbitt. 
Geo. W. Huntress. 
c. R, McFarlane. 
Perry S. Robertson. 
Solon Stewart. 
Terrell, Walthall & 
Terrell. 


Geo. M. Thurmond. 


SHERMAN. 
Cox & Cox. 


SILVERTON. 
J. E. Daniel. 


SONORA. 
Alvis Johnson. 


STEPHENVILLE. 
G. O. Bateman. 
B. E. Cook. 


TEXARKANA 
R. W. Rogers. 


VAN HORN. 
A. L. Green. 


WACO. 
D. A. Kelley. 
W. M. Sleeper. 


WELLINGTON. 
Jas. C. Mahan. 


WHEELER. 
J. B. Reynolds. 


TAH. 


FILLMORE. 
T. M. Ivory. 


LOGAN 
a 'S. Walters. 


OGDEN.” 
C. A. Boyd. 
Geo. Halverson, 
A. G. Horn. 


Cc. H. Hollingsworth. 


PROVO. 
Chase Hatch. 


SALT LAKE CITY. 
G. W. Bartch. 
Booth & Lee. 

Fr. B, Critchlow. 

















SALT LAKE CITY. 
H. R. Macmillan. 
Hon. Thos. 

Marioneaux. 
Skeen & Skeen. 
Benner X. Smith. 
Ray Van Cott. 
Waldemar 


Van Cott. 


Richard W. Young. 


VERMONT. 


BETHEL. 
Guy Wilson, 


CHELSEA. 
Hon. Geo. L. Stow. 


HARDWICK. 
Hon. W. 


MONTPELIER. 
Fred Laird. 


NEWPORT. 
Walter H. Cleary. 


NORTHFIELD. 
Plumley & 
Plumley. 


ST. ALBANS. 
Geo. Hogan. 


ST. JOHNSBURY. 
Harry Blodgett. 


VERGENNES. 
F. L. Fish. 


VIRGINIA. 


ABINGDON. 


John W. Neal. 


ALEXANDRIA. 
G. Washington 
Lewis. 


BIG STONE GAP. 
Morison, Morison 
Robertson, 


CLIFTON FORGE. 
O. B. Harvey. 


HARRISONBURG 
D. O. Dechert. 


HONAKER. 
G. B. Johnson, 


HOPEWELL. 


O. Taylor. 


& 


J. Toomer Garrow. 


John P. Goodman. 


JONESVILLE. 
G. Ely. 


LEESBURG. 
Edwin E. Garrett. 


LEXINGTON. 
H. St. George. 
Tucker. 





MARION.. 
Geo. F. Cook, 


NORFOLK. 


Sargeant & Sar- 


geant. 
Thomas VW. Shelton. 


NORTON. 
John Roberts. 


PETERSBURG. 
Bernard Mann. 
Plummer & Bohan- 

nan. 


RICHMOND. 
Geo. Bryan. 
A. W, Patterson. 
Lawrence R. Pool. 
Robt. E. Scott. 
Thos. A. Talley. 
J. MeD. Wellford. 


ROANOKE. 
Jackson & Henson. 


Z Staples. 
Staples & Cocke. 
toy B. Smith. 


SCOTTSVILLE. 


W. D. Patterson. 


VICTORIA. 
Geo. E. Allen, 


WARRENTON. 
Wm. Horgan. 


WASHINGTON. 


BREMERTON. 
Peters & Dakin. 


CATHLAMET. 
William Stuart. 


COLVILLE. 
W. Lon Johnson. 
O. W. Noble. 


COUPEVILLE. 
James Zylstra. 


sare TON. 
. W. Reading. 


NORTH YAKIMA. 
I. J. Bounds. 


OKANOGAN. 
Cc. H. Neal. 


OLYMPIA. 
G. G. Hannan. 
Thos. M. Vance. 


OTHELLO. 
Chas. F. Coleman. 
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PASCO. 
L. D. Eustus. 


PORT TOWNSEND. 
A. R. Coleman. 


REPUBLIC. 
Jas. T. Johnson. 


SEATTLE. 


Edward Brady. 
Brightman & 
Tennant. 
Vivian M. Carkeek, 
Carver & Slattery. 
Cc. E. Claypool. 
Cassius E. Gates. 
Carroll B. Graves. 
James B. Howe. 


McClure & McClure. 


Fred H. Peterson. 
ae Preston. 
H. J. Ramsey. 
John W. Roberts, 
Noel Sargent. 


SEDRO-WOOLLEY. 
F. D. Carson. 


SOUTH BEND. 
Herman Murray. 


SPOKANE 
Oscar Cain. 
Nuzum, Clark & 
Nuzum. 
J. B. Lindsley. 
Fred Miller. 
Jos. Rosslow 


TACOMA . 
Chas. O. Bates. 
Bedford. 
G. W. H. Davis. 
Fletcher & Evans, 
M. A. Langhorne, 
Lund & Lund. 
Raymond J. MeMil- 
lan. 
Sullivan & 
Christian. 


YACOLT. 
Ss. S. Campbell. 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


BUCKHANNON. 
W. B. Cutright. 
J. M. N. Downes, 
Wm. S. O’Brien. 


CHARLESTON. 
Brown, Jackson & 
Knight. 
B. T. Clayton. 
Hogg & Dunbar. 
Leo. Leob. 
Mollahan, McClintic 


& Mathews. 
Harry E. Penhale. 
Price, Smith, Spil- 


man & Clay. 
M. F. Stiles. 
Geo. P. Stewart. 





CHARLESTOWN. 
Forrest A. Brown. 


CLARKSBURG. 
Stephen G. Jackson. 


ELKINS. 


A. M. Cunningham. 
H. G. Kump. 


FAIRMONT. 
Paul G. Armstrong. 


FAYETTEVILLE. 
Magee McClung. 


GRAFTON. 
J. Guy Allender. 


HARRISVILLE. 
Homer Adams. 


HUNTINGTON. 
Campbell, Brown & 
Davis. 
Enslow, 
& Baker. 
W. L. Ferguson, 


Vinson & Thompson. 


Cc. S. Welch. 


JANELEW. 
A. Carl Hughes. 


MARLINGTON. 
L. M. McClintic. 
S. H. Sharp. 


MONTGOMERY. 
Cc. T. Dyer. 


MULLENS. 
D. D. Moran. 


PARKERSBURG. 
Merrick & Smith. 
F. P. Moats. 

Van Winkle & 
Ambler. 
W. H. Wolfe. 


PINEVILLE. 
J. Albert Toler. 


POINT PLEASANT. 


Hon. Chas. E. Hogg. 


SISTERSVILLE. 
J, H. MeCoy. 


SPENCER. 
Thos. P. Ryan, 


SUMMERSVILLE. 
Thos. W. Ayres. 


WEBSTER SPRINGS. 
E. L. Cutlip. 


Fitzpatrick, 





WHEELING. 
G. R. C, Allen. 
McCamic & Clarke. 
J. Bernard Handlan. 


WILLIAMSON. 
John H. Greene. 
Hon. James Damron. 


WINFIELD. 
John D. Thomas. 


WISCONSIN. 


ANTIGO. 
Chas H. Avery. 


ASHLAND. 
Allan T. Pray. 


AUGUSTA. 
Johnston, Baker & 
Gilbertson. 


BURLINGTON. 
Cc. O. Bergener. 


CHIPPEWA FALLS. 
_ Henry Lebeis, 
Tr. 


COLBY. 
Frank A. Jackson. 


EAST MILWAUKEE. 
Hon. Jos. E. Cordes. 


ELLSWORTH. 
John E. Foley. 


ELROY. 
Henry C. Rowan. 


FOND DU LAC. 
F. W. Chadbourne, 
John E. O’Brien. 


GRAND RAPIDS. 
Chas. E. Briere. . 
Frank W. Calkins. 
Coggins & Brazeau. 


GREEN BAY. 
Minahan & Minahan. 


HARTFORD. 
Sawyer & Sawyer. 
J. H. Schnorenberg. 


HUDSON. 
Baker & Haven. 


LA CROSSE. 
Geo, H. Gordon. 


LAKE GENEVA. 
H. A. Burdick. 


MADISON. 
Buell & Lucas. 
Hon, J. C. Kerwin. 
S. A. Madigan. 
W. A. P. Morris. 
T. C. Richmond. 





MANITOWOC. 


Emil Baensch. 
E. 8S. Schmitz. 


MAZOMANIE. 
S. A. Madigan. 


MERRILL. 
Runke & Naffz. 


MILWAUKEE, 
J. P. Beuscher. 
Bloodgood, Kemper. 

& Bloodgood. 

Bohmrick & Gabel. 
Wm. E. Burke. 
Harvey M. Burns. 
Chas. E. Canright. 
John A. F. Groth. 
Paul D. Durant. 
H. L. Eaton. 
A, J. Hedding. 
Herbert & Cipeo. 
Ulrich Hiller. 
Jos. B. Hirschburg. 
N. B. Neelen. 
Rix & Barney. 
J. E. Roehr. 
A. G. Schwefel. 
Van Dyke & Van 


Dyke. 
Clifton Williams. 
Moritz Wittig, Jr. 


NEW RICHMOND. 
McNally & Doar. 


OSHKOSH. 


John W. Hume. 
M. H. Eaton. 


PLYMOUTH. 
H. J, Rooney. 


PORTAGE. 
Daniel H. Grady. 


PORT WASHINGTON. 
Wm. F. Schanen. 


PRAIRIE DU: CHIEN. 
Hon. W. R. Graves. 


RACINE. 
Ss. L. Emmett, 
Chas. Krenzke. 


RHINELANDER. 
E. D. Minahan. 


RICE LAKE. 
James Robbins. 


SHEBOYGAN. 
Wm. B. Collins. 
Paul T. Krez. 


STEVENS POINT. 
Nelson & Hanna. 


aoa Sas RIOR. 
E. Roberts. 
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WATERTOWN. 
Chas. R. Blumen- 
field 


eld. 
John G, Conway. 


WAUKESHA. 
V. H. Tichenor. 


WAUSAU. 


Brown, Pradt & 
Genrich. 
Regner & Ringle. 


WEST SUPERIOR. 


Crownhart & Foley. 
W. M. Steele. 


ek 


& a 





WYOMING. 
CASPER, 


W. B. Holliday. 
John W. Whelan. 


CHEYENNE. 
W. C. Kinkead. 
Herbert V. Lacey. 


Hilliard S. Ridgely. 


SHERIDAN. 
D. P. B. Marshall. 


WORLAND. 
Cc. H. Harkins. 


| 
| 
| 
| 


CANADA. 


HARTLAND. 
M. L. Hayward. 


OTTAWA. 
M. J. Griffin. 


QUEBEC. 
L. A. Taschereau. 


MONTREAL. 


Victor E. Mitchell. 


HALIFAX. 
3. Jenks. 
H. Mellish. 


VINDSOR. 
Arthur LaFramboise. 


CHINA. 


SHANGHAI. 
J. O. Anderson. 


ITALY. 


| TURIN. 


Fratelli Bocci. 


NEW ZEALAND. 


’ WELLINGTON. 


F. Harrison. 


SCOTLAND. 


| GLASGOW. 


Donald Mackay. 





